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WATERWAY DEVELOPMENT 

Herbert Hoover, secretary of commerce, has made his 
report to President Coolidge with respect to his investigation 
of the Mississippi River flood disaster and his recommenda- 
tions for prevention of a recurrence. We assume that what 
he has done has been well done. Whatever is necessary to 
control this great river within its banks for the protection of 
the lives and property of those who have been endangered by 
high water should be done and the bill should be cheerfully 
paid by the nation. 

But we notice that Mr. Hoover has incorporated in his 
control report his scheme for navigation devolpment of the 
Mississippi and its tributaries. It can be carried out, he 
says, for fifteen or twenty millions of dollars additional. 
There is no objection that we know of to having the two 
projects considered in the same report so long as they are 
kept apart in thought, but the difficulty of so keeping them 
apart, perhaps, is a real objection to having them treated 
jointly. They may come to be coupled in such way as that 
the one may seem to many an integral part of the other. 
That would be unfortunate. The flood relief plan is a meas- 
ure of relief and protection for citizens who can look to no 
other source for it and who are entitled to live in peace and 
safety. The development plan is quite another thing. It is 
a commercial project from which certain of our citizens 
would profit financially but for which all of us would pay. 
Moreover, even from the point of view of commercial advan- 
tage to those supposed_to be benefited, it has not yet been 
sufficiently demonstrated that Mr. Hoover’s comprehensive 
plan is justified. 


Mills Building, 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 
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Wherever there is a legitimate commercial demand for 
waterway development, determined by careful and scientific 
investigation, not by politicians or dreamers, the devolpment 
should be carried out, and it must be carried out by the 
government because there is no one else to do it. But those 
who profit by the development should pay for it ultimately. 
It is not possible, of course, to spread the tax assessment 
only against those who would be benefited, but it is possible 
and it would be the business-like method to compel those who 
use the waterway, developed by national taxation, to pay 
the government for its use, thus reimbursing the taxpayers 
for their original outlay. 

We agree with Mr. Hoover that the time to undertake 
the development work, if it is to be undertaken, is at the 
same time with the flood control work. The two ought go 
hand in hand if they are to go at all. But we do not agree 
that the need for Mr. Hoover’s development plan has been 
demonstrated. Now is the time, however, before the vast 
work of flood control begins, to determine definitely just 
what part, if any, of the development work is necessary or 
wise. It seems to us that it ought to be comparatively easy 
to decide just where and to what extent an outlay of public 
money is warranted to provide waterway transportation and 
what likelihood there would be of getting some of the money 
back through charges against the users of the waterways. 


PROGRAM FOR TRAFFIC CLUBS 
The coincidence of several letters in the last week or two 


asking what we regard as the most successful or most advis- 
able program, in general, for traffic clubs to follow, reminds 
us that, so far as we recall, though we have written much of 
the proper function of traffic clubs and various phases of 
their activities, we have never addressed ourselves to this 
precise question. The Associated Traffic Clubs of America 
has, of course, in its meetings, given much consideration to 
it and has put out considerable literature, other than its 
minutes, on the subject. 

Our own ideas, valuable or not, are definite. We think 
a traffic club should combine-business advantage and pleasure 
with an effort to perform a public service and to be of help 
to its members in their profession. If a club desires merely 
to seek pleasure, or business advantage, or what not, that is 
its own business, but it ought to understand what it is doing 
and what it is not doing. In other words, it ought to act 
with its eyes open. What we are trying to do is to say what 
we think is the best possible program. 

As to the pleasure part of the program, that will depend 
on the tastes of the members and, to some extent, on the 
location of the club. There are golf outings, picnics, clam 
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bakes, dinner dances, card parties, smokers, and so on. All 
are legitimate, of course. 

The business advantage is to be found in contact among 
members, shippers with carriers and the members of each of 
these classes with others of the same class. 

The help to members in their profession consists in 
meetings or other methods of discussing problems in which 
they ought to be interested; having leaders in transportation 
thought address them; perhaps even, through educational 
committees or otherwise, affording some actual technical help 
in their business education; and doing what is possible to 
bring business to understand that traffic has an important 
part in it. 

The public service opportunity is to be found in the fact 
that members of traffic clubs are competent to deal with 
transportation problems of public concern. The clubs should 
deal with these problems, in so far as their members can get 
together, and give the public the benefit of their conclusions. 
They can do this, individually, in local matters, and through 
their national association in national matters. They are also 
doing a public service when they endeavor, as mentioned 
above, to bring business to understand its need of adequate 
traffic departments in charge of competent men. 

This, in brief, is our program for a successful traffic 
club. It can be expanded and diversified, but it should be 
wisely balanced. 


A PHASE OF INDUSTRIAL WASTE 
The traffic clubs, though slow, as usual (due, in part, to 
what seems to be an inherent disinclination in some of them 
to get down to business, and, in part, to the summer season, 


when many of the clubs do not have meetings), in acting on 
matters that come to them from their national association, a 
delegate body, are now, apparently, waking up to the im- 
portance of the resolution with respect to industrial waste 
referred to them, for ratification, by the national convention 


at Memphis last April. It would appear that some of the 
clubs, however, do not understand the resolution. One of 
them, for instance, though ratifying the resolution by a small 
majority, did so over the objection that the measure seemed 
to invite further supervision and control of business by the 
government. 

There is nothing of this sort contemplated by or in- 
volved in the resolution. It merely brings to the attention of 
the Department of Commerce the facts with respect to the 
advantages of traffic management in the prevention of indus- 
trial waste and suggests that the department do, in this phase 
of its campaign against such waste, as it has done in other 
phases—call the attention of business to the situation. The 
department exists for the purpose of helping and stimulating 
industry and commerce and the traffic clubs are merely point- 
ing out to it another method by which it may proceed. If 
the department decided to do what the traffic clubs asked, 
there would be no hint or possibility of supervision or con- 
trol; it would be merely conveying to business information 
and advice that it thought valuable. Business might take it 
or leave it, as it does with other suggestions from the de- 
partment. 

The traffic clubs have reason to believe, we understand, 
that a suggestion to the Department of Commerce such as 
would be conveyed by ratification of this resolution by a 
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majority of the clubs that compose the national organization 
would be favorably received. It is, to be sure, not a prere- 
quisite for action by the department that such a suggestion 
be made to it, but the department itself needs to be stimu- 
lated sometimes, perhaps. It would, indeed, be a stimulus if 
it were told by the traffic clubs of the country that action of 
the sort contemplated would be welcome and valuable. We 
can see no reason why the resolution should not be ratified 
at once nor why, after ratification, it should not bring results, 
when properly presented to Secretary Hoover. 


ST. LAWRENCE WATERWAY PROJECT 


The Trafic World Washington Burca 


The Canadian government is not ready at this time to 
enter into negotiations with the United States looking to the 
formulation of an agreement providing for construction of the 
Great Lakes-to-sea waterway via St. Lawrence river, according 
to an exchange of notes between the two governments made 
public by the Department of State. 

The correspondence reveals that, under date of April 13, 
1927, Frank B. Kellogg, Secretary of State, sent a note to Vin- 
cent Massey, Minister of the Dominion of Canada, suggesting 
that negotiations with respect to the waterway be started. 

Secretary Kellogg, in his note, reviewed briefly the steps 
that had been taken to make negotiations possible, including 
the various studies that had been.made of the proposed water- 
way. Continuing, he said: 


The St. Lawrence River Commission appointed by the President 
to advise this government on the subject recently undertook an ex- 
amination of all of the economic as well as engineering facts bearing 
upon the proposed development and has made a complete report cov- 
ering all aspects. It concluded that the construction of the shipway 
at proper depths would relieve the interior of the continent, especially 
agriculture, from the economic handicaps of adverse transportation 
costs which now operate to the disadvantage of many states and a 
large part of Canada, would serve the industrial well being of both 
countries in the development of their power resources, and would 
tend largely to the increase of prosperity and the stimulation of 
industry. The commission recommended that negotiations should 
be entered into with your government in an endeavor to arrive at 
an agreement as to the speedy development of this waterway. 

The government of the United States adopts the recommenda- 
tions of the St. Lawrence commission. It appreciates the advantages 
which will accrue equally to both countries by the opening of the 
waterway to ocean shipping. It feels that the necessary increase in 
railway rates due to the war, and the modern practices respecting 
the generation and transmission of hydro-electric power have in- 
creased the importance and practicability of early development, and 
believes that the factors which influence its conclusions must have 
equal application to, and influence upon, the Dominion of Canada. 

In view of the action already taken by both governments, it is 
apprehended that they are in accord on the principle that the project 
should be undertaken. If this government’s conclusion in this re- 
spect be correct, there only remains to be effected an understanding 
as to the methods and means for its earliest accomplishment. It 
seems highly appropriate that the development of the common high- 
way for the benefit of both countries should be jointly undertaken. 

This government is prepared to enter into negotiations with a 
view to the formulation of a convention appropriate to this subject 
and should be grateful to be informed of the views entertained on 
this subject by your government. 


W. L. Mackenzie King, Prime Minister of Canada, replying, 
under date of July 12, 1927, said: 


The government of Canada has received and considered carefully 
the note of the Secretary of State of the United States to the Canadian 
minister at Washington of April 13, 1927, on the St. Lawrence water- 
way. 

It shares the appreciation felt by the government of the United 
States of the importance of the problem of the development of the 
St. Lawrence and of the aid in the solution of the engineering aspect 
of this problem afforded by the reports of the international joint 
commission and of the joint board of engineers appointed by the two 
governments in 1925. 

The report of the joint board of engineers signed on November 
16, 1926, while unanimous in many respects, indicated differences of 
opinion on important phases of the development proposed. It is un- 
derstood that in the appendices to the report, which are in prepara- 
tion, certain further alternative schemes will be presented which will 
be of essential value in arriving at a conclusion. 

The national advisory committee appointed by the government of 
Canada to report on the economic and general napects of the St. 
Lawrence eo question will not be in a position to make a 
final report until all the findings of the joint ese gee board, in- 
cluding the appendices, are available. Upon receipt of the report of 
the national advisory committee and upon consideration of the 
other factors involved, the government of Canada will be able to 
determine its policy on the question, and will then have pleasure 
in discussing further with the government of the United States at 
as early a date as possible the whole situation, including the pro- 
posals contained in the present note of the Secretary of State. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


The petition of defendants in No. 14435, Public Service Com- 
mission of Indiana vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., for permission to 
publish tariffs canceling all existing commodity rates and ratings 
covered by exceptions to the classification on fresh fruits and 
vegetables within Central Freight Association and Illinois 
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Freight Association territories, interterritorially and intraterri- 
torially, and to apply in lieu thereof the full classification rates 
and ratings, with certain*exceptions, has been denied. 

The petition of Postmaster General for a reconsideration of 
the decision and order in No. 9200, railway mail pay, granting 
increased rates to Winston-Salem southbound and for an order 
consolidating it with general railway company mail pay case has 
been denied. 

The effective dates of the orders entered in No. 17128, Tay-. 
lor Produce Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al., and I. & S. 2521, 
potatoes from southeastern and Carolina territories to northern 
and western points, on September 29, 1926, as subsequently modi- 
fied, has been postponed to January 1, 1928. 

The Commission has reopened for reconsideration on the 
record as made, No. 15085, State Corporation Commission of New 
Mexico et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 

The Western Union Telegraph Co. has been permitted to 
intervene in Valuation No. 1015, Raleigh and Charleston. 

The Commission has reopened for further hearing, at such 
time and place as it may hereafter direct, No. 16457, New Jer- 
sey Lumbermen’s Committee vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al., con- 
cerning the reasonableness of the rates charged to Newark, Har- 
rison and Weehawken, N. J., and on the question of reparation 
on shipments made by complainants. 


The petition of Kellogs & Miller in No. 17000, Part 8, cot- 
tonseed, its, products, and related articles, for an order estab- 
lishing commodity rates on linseed oil from Amsterdam, N. Y., 
without prejudice to the final conclusions that may be reached 
in this proceeding, has been denied. 


The petition of water-and-rail carriers, defendants in No. 
14323, Cities of Marshall and Jefferson, Tex., et al. vs. Texas & 
Pacific et al., dated June 22, 1927, for reconsideration of the 
question of reparation on shipments between Marshall and Jef- 
ferson, Tex., and points in Atlantic seaboard territory, includ- 
ing Virginia Cities, has been denied. 


The Commission has reopened, for reconsideration upon 
the record as made, No. 16451 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 3, incl.), 
Sinclair Crude Oil Purchasing Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; No. 15555, 
Sinclair Crude Oil Purchasing Co. et al. vs. Chicago & Erie 
et al.; No. 15621 (and Sub. Nos. 1 and 3), Sinclair Crude Oil 
Purchasing Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; No. 16127, Same vs. Chicago 
& Alton et al.; No. 15157, Same vs. Santa Fe et al.; 15156, the 
Sinclair Oil & Gas Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al., and No. 16103, 
Sinclair Crude Oil Purchasing Co. vs. Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy et al.; and the effective date of the order of division 3 
entered in No. 16451, Sinclair Crude Oil Purchasing Co. vs. 
Santa Fe et al., on April 12, 1927, has been indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The order entered in No. 16411 (and Sub. Nos. 1 and 2), 
the Egyptian Powder Co. vs. Illinois Central et al.; No. 16490 
(and Sub. Nos. 1 to 3, incl.), E. I. Du Pont De Nemours & Co. 
vs. Illinois Central et al.; No. 16655, the Grasselli Chemical 
Co. vs. Alabama Great Southern et al.; No. 17308, E. I. Du Pont 
De Nemours & Co. vs. New Orleans & Northeastern et al., and 
No. 18381, T. Smith & Son, Inc., vs. Illinois Central et al., on 
May 10, 1927, which was by its terms made effective on August 
16, 1927, has been modified so that it will become effective Octo- 
ber 15, 1927. 

The Western Union Telegraph Co. has been permitted to 
intervene in valuation No. 1022, New York Central et al. 

The defendant, New Haven, has been authorized and di- 
rected to pay unto complainant, in No. 17422, H. B. Smith Co. 
vs. New Haven et al., on or before August 25, 1927, the sum 
of $15,557.49, with interest thereon at the rate of 6 per cent 
per annum from July 1, 1925, as reparation on account of un- 
reasonable rates charged for the transportation of numerous 
carload shipments of core sand from Provincetown, Mass., to 
Westfield, Mass. 


The Nashville Hardware Flooring Co. has been permitted 
to intervene in No. 19746, Muscle Shoals Traffic Bureau, for 
Florence Lumber Co., et al. vs. Louisville & Nashville et al. 

The complaint in No. 15530, Claude C. Winkler vs. Ala- 
bama, Florida & Gulf et al., has been dismissed, same having 
been satisfied. 


The Pennsylvania has been authorized to change the type 
of train-stop device installed under order in No. 13413, in the 
matter of automatic train control devices, of June 13, 1922, 
between Harrisburg, Pa., and Baltimore, Md. 

The state of Maryland, and mayor and city council of Bal- 
timore have been permitted to intervene in No. 18715, Balti- 
more Chamber of Commerce vs. Ann Arbor et al. 

The complaint in No. 18758, Norton & Ellis, Inc., vs. Nash- 
ville, Chattanooga & St. Louis et al., has been dismissed, same 
having been satisfied. 

The Western Union Telegraph Co. has been permitted to 
intervene in Valuation No. 1016, Tampa Union Station. 


The Commission has dismissed No. 19015, Cincinnati Oil 
Works Co. et al. vs. Alabama & Vicksburg et al., No. 19145, 
Jackson Traffic Bureau for Cabell Electric Co. vs. Boston & 
Albany et al., No. 19521, Stein Potato Co. vs. Minneapolis, St. 
Paul & Sault Ste Marie et al., No. 19564, Reade Manufacturing 
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Co. vs. Belt Railway of Chicago et al., and No. 19634, Penna. 
Charcoal Co. of Providence, R. I., vs. Central New England et 
al., upon complainants’ request. 

The Escanaba Paper Co., The Fort William Paper Co., 
Ltd., The Manitoba Paper Co., Ltd., The Spanish River Pulp & 
Paper Mills, Ltd., and The G. H. Mead Co. have been permitted 
to intervene in No. 19665, Alexandria Paper Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al. 

The Donner Steel Co. has been permitted to intervene in 
No. 19776, Carnegie Steel Co. et al. vs. Pennsylvania et al. 

The time prescribed in certificate and order in finance No. 
4993, acquisition and construction of line by Columbia & Cow- 
litz, within which the Columbia & Cowlitz shall complete the 
construction of the extension of the line of railroad therein 
authorized has been extended to August 31, 1927. 

The petition of certain respondents in No. 15006, rates, 
charges, regulations and practices governing transportation of 
anthracite coal, has been denied. 

The Traffic Bureau of Keokuk Chamber of Commerce and 
Keokuk Electro-Metals Co. have been permitted to intervene in 
No. 19699, St. Louis Coke & Iron Corp. vs. Alabama Great South- 
ern et al. 

The second petition of complainant for rehearing on the 
question whether reparation should be allowed prior to May 
23, 1925, in No. 16834, John Morrell & Co. vs.. Union Pacific 
et al., has been denied. 

The orders issued on May 8, 1924, and November 10, 1924, 
setting a hearing in finance No. 3702, excess income of the 
Detroit & Toledo Shore Line, which hearing is now continued 
without date, are amended to provide for receiving evidence at 
said hearing, which shall be resumed before Examiner Law, at 
Washington, D. C., October 17. 

The petition of the Postmaster General, in No. 9200, Rail- 
way Mail Pay, in the matter of the application of certain inter- 
mountain and pacific coast short line railroads for increased 
rates of pay, for a rehearing, has been granted. 

The petitions for reconsideration and reargument of pro- 
testants, in I. and S. 2635, milk and cream rates between New 
England points, have been denied. 

The petition filed by the Kansas City Chamber of Com- 
merce et al. in I. and S. 2653, import iron and steel from Gulf 
ports to interstate destinations and in I. and S. 2859, import 
iron and steel from Gulf ports to points in the Southwest-for 
reopening and reconsideration of I. and S. 2653 and for leave to 
intervene in I. and S. 2859, has been denied. 

The Commission has denied the petition of complainants 
for rehearing in No. 15648, C. Sherger & Sons et al vs. Boston 
& Maine et al. 

The petitions filed by complainant and various interveners 
for reconsideration in No. 17078, Canton Box Co. vs. Pennsyl- 
vania, have been denied. 

The Commission has denied the petition of complainant in 
No. 18042, Pan American Wall Paper & Paint Co. vs. Rock 
Island et al., for reopening for the purpose of taking new 
evidence. 

The petition of certain defendants for a further hearing in 
No. 19449, American Zinc Products Co. vs. Baltimore & Ohio et 
al., has been denied. 

The effective date of August 22, 1927, of the order entered 
in No. 16230, Ogden Grain Exchange vs. Arizona Eastern et al., 
on May 10, 1927, has been extended for a period of 60 days. 

The Commission has dismissed No. 19437, Decatur Cotton 
Compress Co. vs. Louisville & Nashville, upon motion of de- 
fendant to dismiss same for want of jurisdiction. 

The Commission has dismissed No. 18448 (and Sub. 1), 
Rinella Battaglia & Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al., upon 
complainant’s request. 

The petition of the Chesapeake & Ohio to set aside the re- 
port of the Commission and for the issuance of a report elim- 
inating all reference to rates or rate findings so that the report 
will deal solely with the question of damages im: No. 13158, 
Nelson Fuel Co. et al. vs. Chesapeake & Ohio et al., has been 
denied. 


The petition of defendants for rehearing or reargument in” 


No. 14760 (and Sub. 1), Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific et al., No. 12056, Same vs. Director Gen- 
eral, as agent, Baltimore & Ohio et al., No. 13506, Same vs. St. 
Louis-San Francisco et al., and No. 13537, Same vs. Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St. Paul et al., has been denied; and the proceedings 
have been reopened for reconsideration on the present records. 


NEW ORLEANS INDUSTRIAL SURVEY 


The New Orleans Association of Commerce has published 
a survey of New Orleans and the New Orleans industrial zone. 
It goes into every phase of community life and development, 
even to the matter of general classification of freight rates. It 
is in loose leaf form so that, from time to time, pages may be 
inserted or revised to keep the survey upto date. This feature 
is receiving especially favorable comment. The survey is not 
for general distribution, but the association says that industries 
considering the establishment of new or branch plants may 
obtain copies on application. 
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Current Topics 
in Washington 





Lake Cargo Coal Case Moves and Strategy.—Next week the 
calendar marks show as one of activity and crisis in the matter 
of lake cargo coal rates. If the Baltimore and Ohio and other 
carriers execute their implied plan to cut the rate from Fairmont 
ten cents and the rate from Hocking and other small districts 
either ten or twenty cents in accordance with the Commission’s 
blanket sixth section special permission to publish such tariffs 
on 15 days’ notice, they should have their schedules on file 
not later than the evening of July 25. The Commission, not 
having ordered them to do so, can do nothing if they fail to 
execute their plan. ‘They received specific permission in respect 
thereto on July 20. However, whether they do or fail to file, 
action is promised either by the southern district operators, or 
the carriers serving them, or both. When this was written the 
report among reliable and informed men was that the southern 
lines had decided to defy the thunders of the Commission by 
publishing a twenty-cent cut on lake cargo coal from mines 
on their rails, thereby doing what they could to make nugatory 
the relief the Commission, by its order, intended the Pittsburgh 
and Ohio districts to obtain. At the same time, it was also 
reported that the southern operators, so as not to be left un- 
prepared in the event the southern line should fail to file tariffs, 
were prepared to go to the courts for relief. On what ground 
they would ask for relief, presumably by injunction, in advance 
of trial of the new rates, was not indicated. However, it was 
indicated that, if the southern lines filed their tariffs and the 
Commission suspended them, the southern operators would have 
better standing in an equity court than if the southern lines 
failed to file the schedules they were represented as having 
determined to file. Their reported determination on that point 
was represented as evidence of heavy pressure on the part of 
the southern operators rather than as a desire to challenge the 
powers of the Commission. Regardless of what the motive force 
might be, whether to please the southern operators or to bait 
the Commission, it was regarded as giving the southern oper- 
ators a better reason for going to court than would exist if they 
filed no schedules. Issuance of a minimum rate order, it is 
the general belief, would put the southern lines and operators 
in a better position for judicial proceedings than a mere finding 
of non-justification in an investigation and suspension proceed- 
ing, such as it was assumed would be the proceeding before 
the Commission, in the event the southern lines filed such 
schedules as they were said to have in contemplation. The 
question of the Commission’s minimum rate power has never 
been taken through the courts. It was raised in Jefferson 
Island Salt and Mining Company vs. United States in the north- 
ern district of Ohio (see 6 Fed. Rep. (2d), Traffic World, October 
10, 1925, p. 839, and April 25, 1925, p. 1065). In that case Judge 
Westenhaver practically said the Commission could do what- 
ever it desired in the making of minimum rates to give a com- 
plaining community the adjustment it thought itself entitled 
to have. The judgment of higher courts has not been had on 
the subject. A report about a collateral part of the case, so 
to speak, was to the effect that the Baltimore and Ohio and the 
New York Central would meet whatever rate the Chesapeake 
and Ohio might make from the Kanawha field, which is ten 
cents over Fairmont. That report was by way of answer to 
a report that the Chesapeake and Ohio intended to reduce the 
Kanawha rate at least ten cents a ton, if the Fairmont rate 
was put down. Kanawha, like Pittsburgh, Fairment, and the 
Ohio districts, produces high volatile coal. The most southern 
fields are low volatile. Theoretically, at least, there is not so 
keen competition between Pittsburgh, on the one hand, and 
the low volatile fields on the other, as there is between the 
various high volatile fields in the so-called inner crescent, on the 
one hand, and the high volatile fields across the river in Ohio. 





Scrap Iron and Cottonseed Hull-Fiber or Shavings.—As de- 
vices for saving time, space, ink, and paper, the Commission 
might well provide itself with two rubber stamps. One would 
be to the effect that the stuff shipped in the car or cars in 
question was not entitled to the scrap iron rate. The other 
would say that the stuff in question was not entitled to the 
rates on cottonseed hull-fiber or shavings. Of course, in their 
efforts to obtain the lowest possible rates, shippers of what 
they call scrap iron or hull-fiber will bill their shipments at the 
rates applicable on the stuff that has value for remelting only 
or for the making of explosives, paint, or things of that sort in 
which cotton fiber of extremely short length is as good as, if 
not better than, long staple linters. The two commodities 
afford opportunity for endless discussion. Not all scrap iron 
or scrap steel has as its chief value only the value for re- 
melting. A washer manufacturer can and does use pieces of 
Steel plate shearings in the making of washers. Such shearings 
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are scrap in so far as the makers of automobile bodies or oil 
tanks are concerned, but the washer-maker can use them as 
raw material without remelting beyond the point where the 
metal can be easily worked. In the making of scrap steel rates 
the railroads undoubtedly make use to which the commodity 
is likely to be put the foundation. That suggests the time when 
the chief use of cotton, in the United States, at least, will be 
as raw material for the making of artificial silk or as body 
for paint. Will then, it might be asked, the present distinction 
between linters and hull-fiber disappear? And, if it does, will 
the present low-grade product rates be the higher or the lower 
of the two sets? 





Midcontinent Oil Rates, 1925.—It is a little more than a 
year since the Commission issued its original report in Mid- 
continent Oil Rates, 1925, 112 I. C. C. 421. No order was issued 
until last January. Then the rates were to have been made 
effective June 20. Before they could be put into operation the 
Oklahoma commission and the refiners in the Tulsa group, No. 
3, produced such a roar about disaster that the order was 
postponed until August 20, and now it has been put off until 
late in the fall. At the time arguments on the reopened case 
were made it was assumed that the relationship of the rates 
from groups 2 and 3 would be the only question. However, 
Examiner J. Edgar Smith, in No. 19137, Pennsylvania Oil Com- 
pany of Evanston vs. Santa Fe et al., seems to have found 
another situation in connection with that report, which, if 
brought into actual being, might be as comfortable as a seat 
on a hornet’s nest. He found that to Evanston, IIl., practically 
a part of Chicago, the same rate had been prescribed as to 
Milwaukee, 80-odd miles away. Thereby, if the Commission 
carries out its adjustment in Midcontinent Oil Rates, 1925, the 
spectacle will be shown of rates for a relatively small point, 
such as Racine or Milwaukee, prescribed for application to the 
outskirts of a big city, such as Chicago. In his proposed report 
Smith recognizes truck competition as an element to be con- 
sidered in the making of rail rates. He says that, for the Com- 
mission to extend the Milwaukee rates southward to embrace 
Evanston, ignores the highly competitive conditions under which 
petroleum products must be marketed, and, in “view of the 
tank-wagon distribution from points immediately south of com- 
plainant’s plant, subjects complainant to prejudice and disad- 
vantage which, for the future, will be undue.” Therefore, he 
recommends a relationship of rates that will put Evanston not 
more than one cent over Chicago, with rates on all Chicago 
and North Western deliveries there, on equal levels. What has 
already been said and done about the Midcontinent case sug- 
gests that the Commission will be lucky if it gets it settled by 
the time new southern class rates go into effect. 





Making a Foreign Combination Be Good.—Attorney-General 
Sargent and his “trust-busting” assistant, William J. Donovan, 
whose Official title is assistant to the attorney-general, are en- 
gaged in trying to make the Franco-German potash combination 
observe the anti-trust laws of the United States. As an incident 
to that effort, they are undertaking to persuade the federal court 
for the southern district of New York that, though the Republic 
of France controls nearly three-fourths of the stock of the 
French part of the combination, by name Societe Commerciale 
des Potasses d’Alsace, the immunity attaching to the person 
of a sovereign does not attach to a corporation on which the 
sovereign confers the right to sue and be sued, in its own name. 
M. Claudel, the French ambassador, by counsel, has served 
notice on the court that the French company and individuals 
named in the anti-trust suit are agencies of the French govern- 
ment. As answer to that the attorney-general quotes what 
robust John Marshall said in United States Bank vs. Planters 
Bank, 9 Wheaton, 904, when Georgia claimed the immunity of 
a sovereign in behalf of the bank company it had chartered. 
“Instead of communicating to the company its privileges and 
prerogatives, it (the state) descends to a level with those with 
whom it associates itself,” is what Marshall said. In other 
words, when a king takes stock in a fishmongering company 
he becomes a  fishmonger instead of the _  fishmonger 
becoming a king. A majority stockholder, or even a sole 
stockholder, does not impart to the corporation that he 
controls any of his personal attributes or immunities, assert 
Sargent and Donovan. They cite, in support of that, Pullman 
Palace Car Company vs. Missouri Pacific, 115 U. S. 587, the case 
on which the Commission rested its conclusion, in the Galveston 
differential case, that the Texas and Pacific was an independently 
operated railroad notwithstanding that the Missouri Pacific 
owned its stock. The title of the suit in which the government 
is trying to make the potash combination obey a United States 
statute is United States of America vs. Deutsches Kalisyndikat 
Gesellschaft et al., the German part of the combination being 
named as the principal defendant. After France got back 
Alsace the Germans and French in control of the potash mines 
entered into an arrangement for control of prices and the dis- 
tribution of’ potash which the United States claims, on account 
of what is done in the combination’s office in New York, is a 
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violation of the anti-trust law as a restraint of trade. This 
question as to whether the French company was entitled to 
immunity attaching to a sovereign came up in connection with 
a motion by the French company to vacate the subpcena served 
on it. 





Enshrinement of Thomas Jefferson.—Efforts on the part of 
those who think more should be done for the honoring, to the 
eye, of the memory of Thomas Jefferson, seemingly, bring forth 
few fruits. The Thomas Jefferson Centennial Commission, cre- 
ated by Congress, is to hold a special meeting at Monticello, 
the home of Jefferson, near Charlottesville, Va., August 13, “for 
the purpose of adopting the report and recommendations to be 
submitted to Congress” next December. The notice of the meet- 
ing does not suggest anything other than the adoption of the 
report and recommendations. The latter are: That April 13 
of each year shall be celebrated as the birthday of the author 
of the Declaration of Independence; that the commission con- 
tinue the effort to convert Monticello into a patriotic shrine and 
to continue “the truly American work of patriotic education 
conducted by the Thomas Jefferson Memorial Foundation”; that 
a shrine be established in Washington wherein may be pre- 
served all the records and relics pertaining to the adoption of 
the Declaration of Independence; and that the commission be 
continued in office, with instructions to make plans for the fur- 
ther consideration of these recommendations and for the carry- 
ing out of such plans as Congress may order and direct from 
time to time. The appeal for this honoring of the man who 
was the first preeminently successful leader of a party in the 
United States, Hamiltonians might notice, is based solely on 
the work of Jefferson as the author of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. It avoids all reference to controversial propositions. 
—A. E. H. 


SHIP-AIRPLANE SERVICE 
The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


A suggestion of Commander Richard E. Byrd for a com- 
bined ship and airplane service across the Atlantic involving 
the meeting of incoming ships 500 or 1,000 miles at sea and the 
overhauling of outgoing ships with last-minute passengers and 
mail is not a new one, according to Second Assistant Postmas- 
ter General Glover, in charge of air mail and transportation. 

“For nearly two years the Post Office Department has been 
trying to interest aviation concerns in the proposition but as 
yet has not received sufficient encouragement to warrant the 
calling for bids,” said the department in a statement. 

“Similar services have been in operation by the department 
for four years between New Orleans, La., and the mouth of the 
Mississippi and for seven years between Seattle, Wash., and 
Victoria, B. C. Each of these routes saves from 24 to 48 hours 
in the handling of mail and in the case of outgoing mail which 
misses a steamer in either of the ports, the airplane service, 
by catching the vessel, often saves a week or more in time. 


“It has been the desire of Mr. Glover to inaugurate a simi- 
lar service out of the port of New York, using seaplanes which 
could land in the water far out to sea and take on mail and 
passengers from incoming ships and overhaul outgoing vessels 
with foreign-destined letters and passengers. The department 
has the funds with which to enter into contract for such a serv- 
ice and as soon as contractors can be found willing to bid on 
it, bids will be asked for. 


“A service charge, the amount of which has not yet been 
worked out, would be added to the regular postage rate on the 
proposed service. No such charge is made on the present 
routes out of New Orleans and Seattle, but it would be neces- 
sary on an Atlantic service because of the greater distance and 
the increased hazards. 


“Another proposition under consideration by the depart- 
ment is the proposal to operate this service from Newfound- 
land or New Brunswick, catching the trans-Atlantic liners as 
they round the great circle in the vicinity of those lands, and 
connecting with a land air service between Newfoundland or 
New Brunswick and New York. This would save even more 
time than the other proposal but would involve the establish- 
ment of an international air service for which funds could not at 
this time be diverted.” 


The Shipping Board has directed that a study be made of 
the proposal that seaplanes be used to reduce the time for 
transport of mail and passengers on ocean liners between ports 
of the United States and foreign ports by having the planes 
meet ships at sea. Commissioner Teller has been delegated to 
investigate the possibilities for development of such service from 
and to Pacific coast ports. 


NEW YORK AIRPORT PLANS 
Appointment of a committee to consider the question of 
establishment of a consolidated airport in the neighborhood of 
New York for commercial aviation has been suggested by Sec- 
retary Hoover, of the Department of Commerce. The selection 
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and development of such an airport is a pressing necessity, 
according to Mr. Hoover. 

“The wholly inadequate facilities now existing and the pos- 
sible independent development of several different commercial 
terminals are harmful both to New York and the development 
of commercial aviation as a whole,” said he. 

Mr. Hoover, explaining that the Secretary of Commerce was 
‘charged with the duty of fostering the development of adequate 
air ports, said ,that, with the hope of achieving real progress 
to that end, he was asking various interests to cooperate with 
the department by appointment of representatives on a commit- 
tee under the chairmanship of William P. MacCracken, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary for Aeronautics, to consider the whole ques- 
tion. He said the duty of the committee would be the deter- 
mination of the facts and perhaps to suggest some basis for 
cooperation among the various interests. Those invited to 
appoint such representatives are the mayor of New York, the 
governor of New Jersey, the Postmaster-General, the New York 
Port Authority, the three air transport companies having con- 
tracts with the Post Office Department to serve New York, the 
Guggenheim Fund for the Promotion of Aeronautics, the Mer- 
chants Association and others. 

Secretary Hoover expressed the fear that, unless some com- 
mon project were decided upon, there would be four or five 
different airports established in the neighborhood of New York 
without adequate facilities in any of them and with no intercon- 
nection, and said that such a situation would result to the disad- 
vantage of New York, as well as to retard the advancement of 
commercial aeronautics. 


AIR MAIL TO CUBA, ETC. 


Postmaster-General New has awarded to the Pan-American 
Airways, Inc., of New York City, a contract for carrying mail 
by air between Key West, Fla., and Havana, Cuba. This route 
is classified as foreign service. Air mail postage is not neces- 
sary. Ordinary first-class mail will be handled by air instead 
of by steamer, as at present. Mail steamers leave Key West 
at 8:30 a. m., and arrive in Havana at 3 p. m., and operate on a 
similar schedule northbound. The plane probably will leave 
Key West at 8 a. m. and arrive in Havana an hour later, the 
distance being only approximately 90 miles. 

Advertisements inviting bids, returnable August 18, on two 
additional air mail routes, one between Atlanta and New Orleans 
via Birmingham and Mobile, and the other between Memphis 
and St. Louis, have been issued by Postmaster-General New. 
The successful bidders are expected to begin service on both 
routes not later than six months from the date of award of 
contract. 


PEACE AT PORTSMOUTH, VA. 


Carriers that have been in disagreement in respect of the 
absorption of switching charges on transit freight at Ports- 
mouth, Va., have come to an agreement on the matters in is- 
sue. The chief of the issues was as to the payment of the 
outbound charges for switching from the transit point, on the 
Portsmouth belt line, to the northern or outbound carrier. In 
consequence of the agreement, the Commission has discontin- 
ued I. and S. No. 2768, absorption of belt line switching at 
Portsmouth, Va. The Commission created that case Septem- 
ber 30, 1926, on account of protests against the limitations in 
the tariffs in which the outbound carriers, according to the 
contention of the protestants, sought to avoid the payment, by 
means of absorption, of the switching charges from the transit 
point to the rails of the carrier beyond. 

Transit was established on the rails of the belt line by 
provisions contained in the tariffs of the southern lines bring- 
ing freight, chiefly cottonseed oil, to the transit point for treat- 
ment. They agreed to absorb the cost of getting the freight 
to the transit point on the belt line rails. The northern lines 
objected to the payment, by means of absorption, of the switch- 
ing charges of the belt line, on the outbound movement. Previ- 
ous disagreements in the matter resulted in the creation of I. 
and S. No. 2086, reported in 91 I. C. C. 296, and in I. and S. No. 
2284, the latter discontinued by order dated March 9, 1925. 
While the controversy was on, the belt line charges were re- 
duced. According to the understanding on which the present 
investigation and suspension proceeding was discontinued, the 
tariffs will be changed so there will be no doubt about the ab- 
sorption of inbound switching by the southern lines and of out- 
bound switching by northern lines. 


PERE MARQUETTE STOCK DIVIDEND 


Examiner A. C. Devoe held a brief hearing July 15 on the 
application of the Pere Marquette for authority to issue $9,009,- 
200 of additional common stock as a stock dividend. There was 
no opposition. Testimony in support of the application was 
given by C. S. Sikes, vice-president and general auditor of the 
Pere Marquette. Issuance of the stock will capitalize part of 
expenditures of more than $11,000,000 made from income on 
capital account. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 


a 


GULF IMPORT IRON AND STEEL 


The Commission, in I. and S. No. 2859, import iron and steel 
articles from Texas gulf ports to interstate destinations, mime- 
ographed, has found not justified schedules proposing rates re- 
vised in purported complance with Import Iron and Steel from 
Gulf Ports, 115 I. C. C. 373, for application on imported iron 
and steel articles, in carloads, from Texas gulf ports to St. 
Louis, Mo., and Little Rock and Pine Bluff, Ark.; from three 
of those ports (Galveston, Texas City and Houston), to various 
destinations in Oklahoma and southern Kansas; and from two 
of those ports (Galveston and Houston) on most iron and steel 
articles to Kansas City. The finding of non-justification, how- 
ever, is without prejudice to the making of rates in accordance 
with a schedule, appendix B, denominated as “maximum rea- 
sonable rates on imported iron and steel articles as described 
in commodity list No. 24, appendix 10, Consolidated Southwest- 
ern Cases, 123 I. C. C. 203, 433,” from Houston, Galveston, Texas 
City and subports, to group Nos. 706, 707, 711, and St. Louis, as 
modified by the appendix in this case. 

Parity of the Texas gulf ports is maintained by the report. 
The Commission found, without justification, the proposal of 
the carriers to break that parity, especially that between Gal- 
veston and Houston. A witness for the carriers testified that 
they understood the Commission’s report in I. and S. No. 2653, 
Import Iron and Steel from Gulf Ports, supra, to require the 
rigid application of distance scales prescribed in No. 9702, the 
Memphis-Southwestern case, 77 I. C. C. 473, from each port, 
which would have made lower rates from Houston than from 
Galveston. The Commission said that no attempt was made 
otherwise to justify their proposal-to disrupt the present equal- 
ization maintained from the several ports. The Texas ports to 
which the report refers are Galveston, Houston, Texas City, 
Orange, Beaumont, Port Arthur and others shown in the joint 
agency tariff, Boyd’s I. C. C. 1558-A and Jones’ I. C. C. 1638. 

Fourth section order No. 9552, issued in conneetion with 
the report in this case, authorizes the Rock Island, its sub- 
sidiary, and interested connections, to maintain rates on the 
commodities involved in this case, from Galveston and Hous- 
ton, over their long route through Oklahoma, to Amarillo the 
same as over the direct lines but not lower than the present 
rates over the direct lines and maintain higher rates at inter- 
mediate points on the basis found reasonable in this report, 
subject to the equidistant rule. 

The schedule suspended in this case constituted the second 
attempt of the carriers to line up rates from the Texas ports, 
the first having been made in the schedules suspended in I. 
and S. No. 2653, supra. In that case the Commission’s report 
said that from the ports and to the destinations mentioned the 
reasonable maximum rates would be those in tables 10 and 11, 
appendix 8, of its report in Memphis-Southwestern Investiga- 
tion. The second effort was protested by civic organizations at 
Galveston, Beaumont, Orange, Port Arthur and two steel com- 
panies at Houston. 

Respondents, the Commission in this report said, had not 
receded from their position that the basis of rates proposed in 
I. and S. No. 2653 represented maximum reasonable rates but 
said that they now sought to establish rates in conformity with 
the Commission’s views and findings in that case. 

Since the decision on the first effort, the Commission has 
made its decision in Consolidated Southwestern Cases, 123 I. C. 
C. 2038. That case, therefore, is to be used as the basis for 
making the adjustment, instead of No. 9702. Appendix B, the 
new guide, is as follows: 


Maximum reasonable rates on imported iron and steel articles as 
described in commodity list No. 24, appendix 10, consolidated south- 
western cases, 123 I. C. C. 203, 433. 

Section 1. From Houston, Galveston, Texas City, and subports. 
= Reasonable maximum rates from Houston, Galveston, Texas 
City, and sub-ports to destinations embraced in this proceeding in 
Oklahoma, Arkansas, Kansas, and Missouri within the groups defined 
in Section 1, Appendix 11, Consolidated Southwestern Cases, 123 I. 
C. C. Bee, 439, as modified below for the purposes of this proceeding: 

To points in Group No. 706, including points in Oklahoma and 
Syranens not more than approximately 475 miles from Houston, rate 
53. ‘ 


To Group: No. 707, including points in Oklahoma, Arkansas and 
Kansas more than approximately 475 miles, but not more than ap- 
proximately 600 miles, from Houston, rate *61. 

To Group No. 711, including points in Kansas, Missouri, and 
Arkansas more than approximately 600 miles, but not more than 
approximately 750 miles, from Houston, rate *69. 

To St. Louis, Mo., rate *74. 

Section No. 2. Rates from various other Texas Gulf ports. 

, .. From Texas Gulf ports indicated in the report, other than those 
indicated in section 1 of the appendix, maximum reasonable rates 
will be the rates found in columns 32% in appendix 13, Con- 
Solidated Southwestern Cases, 123 I. C. C. 208, 450, opposite the first 
class column 100 rate prescribed or approved in that case from 


*Plus 3 cents terminal charge at the ports. 





such points to the destinations embraced in this proceeding. To the 
column 32% rates so ascertained add 3 cents in each case terminal 
charge at the ports. 


ZINC CONCENTRATE RATES 


The Commission, by division 2, in its disposition of No. 
15816, United Zinc Smelting Corporation vs. Baltimore & Ohio 
et al., opinion No. 12320, 126 I. C. C. 677-99 and cases joined 
with it (see Traffic World, July 16), handled rates which were 
as low or lower than'those in effect prior to August 26, 1920, 
the day on which the rate ‘bases approved in Ex Parte 74 went 
into effect, not only on zinc concentrates, the commodity in- 
volved in these cases, but on all other commodities. Chairman 
Esch, author of the report, said the rates assailed as unreason- 
able, unduly prejudicial and unduly preferential, were subnormal 
in the sense that they were as low or lower than the rates in 
effect prior to August 26, 1920. Freight rates, generally, he said, 
were from 12.5 to 26 per cent higher than in effect prior to Au- 
gust 26, 1920. 

Broadly speaking, the complainants brought into issue all 
the rates on zinc concentrates from points in the Joplin, Mo.- 
Miami, Okla., ore field to destinations in Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, 
West Virginia and Pennsylvania. The Commission found them 
not unreasonable, but unduly prejudicial to points in Illinois and 
Indiana. It ordered a new adjustment not later than October 1, 
on thirty days’ notice. On account of the low level of the rates, 
the cases became one of relationship both in name and in fact. 

Rates from points on the trunk lines serving that district, 
known as Group 1 points, and points on the Northeast Oklahoma 
and Miami Mineral Belt, called the short lines, the Commission 
found not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful, as alleged, except 
as to rates to Depue, LaSalle and Peru, Ill. Rates to those 
points it found unduly prejudicial to Depue, LaSalle and Peru and 
unduly preferential of Danville, Ill., to the extent they exceeded, 
exceed or might exceed those to Danville; that such rates to 
Terre Haute, Ind., were, are and for the future would be unduly 
prejudicial to that point and unduly preferential of Danville, 
Hillsboro and East St. Louis, Ill., to the extent they exceeded, 
exceed, or might exceed the rates to Danville and exceeded, ex- 
ceed or might exceed the contemporaneous rates to East St. 
Louis and Hillsboro by more than 3.5 cents; and that such rates 
to Grasselli, Ind., were, are, and for the future would be unduly 
prejudicial to that point and unduly preferential of Danville to 
the extent they exceeded, exceed or might exceed the rates to 
Danville by more than 3 cents per 100 pounds, in all instances. 

The Commission said there was not sufficient proof of dam- 
age from the undue prejudice to support an award of reparation, 
hence it was denied. 

Removal of the increases allowed in August, 1920, Mr. Esch 
said, was at the solicitation of the industry on account of its 
condition. But, he said, it was not contended that the present 
economic condition of the industry required a further reduction 
in the rates. On the other said, he said, the record showed a 
large increase in the value of concentrates since the general 
increase was removed. The defendants, he said, assertd that 
the general increase should be restored. 

“We need not consider whether the general increase should 
be restored in these cases,” said Mr. Esch. “But we cannot ma- 
terially reduce the carriers’ revenues from commodities which 
are able to bear the present rates, if we are to accord relief to 
agricultue and other industries in distress, as contemplated by 
the Hoch-Smith resolution.” 

This report also covers No. 16236, Mineral Point Zinc Co. vs. 
Chicago & Alton Co. et al. and a sub-number thereunder, Mat- 
thiessen & Hegeler Zinc Co. et al. vs. Kansas City Southern et 
al.; No. 16238, Grasselli Chemical Co. vs. Akron, Canton & 
Youngstown et al., and two sub-numbers thereunder, American 
Zinc & Chemical Co. vs. Same, and American Steel & Wire Co. 
vs. Same. 


LUMBER CASE DISMISSED 


The Commission, by division 1, in a report written by Com- 
missioner Taylor, has dismissed No. 18045, Woodstock Lumber 
Company et al. vs. Bangor & Aroostook et al., mimeographed, 
finding rates on lumber from points in Maine, on the Bangor & 
Aroostook, to interstate destinations in New England not unrea- 
sonable or otherwise unlawful. The report covers a sub-num- 
ber, Portage Lake Mill Company et al. vs. Same. 

These complaints alleged the rates attacked by them were 
in violation of paragraph 2 of section 4. That paragraph, en- 
acted in 1910, says that whenever a carrier by railroad, in com- 
petition with a water route or routes, shall reduce the rates on 
the carriage of any species of freight to or from competitive 
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points, it shall not be permitted to increase such rates unless, 
after hearing by the Commission, it shall be found that such 
proposed increase rests upon changed conditions other than the 
elimination of water competition. 

In the fall of 1924 the New England railroads and their 
Canadian connections reduced the rates on lumber in an effort 
by the eastern lumbermen to meet the competition created by 


western coast lumber via the Panama canal. The reductions, *° 


the Commission said, ran from half a cent to 4 cents per 100 
pounds. It was agreed, the report said, when the reductions 
were made, that if they did not meet the situation, the rail- 
roads would be permitted, without protest, to restore the rates 
on January 31, 1926.. At that time they were restored, 

Commissioner Taylor said the reductions in 1924 were not 
made to destroy competition but for the purpose of preserving 
competition with Pacific coast lumber reaching New England 
ports by water. That competition, he said, had not only not 
disappeared, but was at least as strong as it was when the 
reductions were made. Mr. Taylor said the record also made 
it clear that another disability under which the complainants 
labored was the high price paid by them for standing timber, 
and that a reduction of the freight rates would be ineffectual 
unless coupled with an equivalent reduction in the price of 
stumpage, which the complainants had succeeded in obtaining. 

The only fair construction to be placed upon the second 
paragraph of section 4, Mr. Taylor said, was that it was not 
applicable except in those cases where rates had been increased 
after water competition had been eliminated. He said that in 
the light of the purpose of the paragraph, of its history, and 
the judicial interpretatioh thereof in Skinner & Eddy Corp. vs. 
United States, 249 U. S. 557, the restoration by the carriers, 
while water competition continued undiminished, of the same 
rates that were published by them prior to the reductions of 
1924, was not within the prohibition declared by the paragraph 
of section 4 under consideraton. 


DAMAGE TO WATERMELONS 


An order of dismissal has been made in No. 18231, A. T. 
Pearce vs. Georgia Northern et al., mimeographed, the Com- 
mission, by division 4, finding the damage to a carload of water- 
melons in transit from Pritchetts, Ga., to Cincinnati, O., shipped 
in July, 1924, had not been shown to have resulted from error 
of the carrier in waybilling. The complainant alleged the 
failure of the Georgia Northern correctly to bill the watermelons 
violated section 15 and caused delay in transit whereby the ship- 
ment arrived in a deteriorated condition and on a declining 
market. Reparation was sought in the sum of $137.75. That 
represented the difference between $264, the alleged market 
value of the car it if had been properly billed, and $126.25, the 
actual selling price. 

Error in the name of the consignee in the waybill was 
admitted; also that the car was sent to the hold yard, at 
Latonia, Ky., to which are sent cars billed to unknown con- 
signees. The error was corrected by telegraph. The com- 
plainant contended that, but for the error, the car, delivered 
on July 12 to the initial carrier, which admitted the error, 
would have arrived at Cincinnati on July 14. The car arrived 
at Latonia July 15. It was sent to the yard in Cincinnati July 
17. Due to an accumulation of 126 cars of melons in the yards 
at Cincinnati, says the report, it could not be placed for un- 
loading until 10:30 a. m. July 17. It was unloaded the next day. 

The complainant contended that but for the error in billing 
the shipment would have arrived at Cincinnati on the night 
of July 14 for placement for the early morning market of July 
15. The Louisville & Nashville, however, said it would have 
been impossible for the car to have been placed before 10:30 
a. m. of July 16, at 1:40 a. m. of which day the consignee ad- 
vised its agent that the car was to arrive that day. The 
consignee gave placement instructions at that time. The Louis- 
ville & Nashville further asserted that, irrespective of the error 
of the initial line in billing, no undue delay resulted from the 
fact that the car was held in the yard for a brief period at 
Latonia. 

“The error in billing on the part of the initial carrier is 
admitted,” says the report, “but complainant has failed to estab- 
lish, on this record, that that error was the proximate cause of 
the alleged damage. We find that complainant has not shown that 
the error of the initial carrier in failing strictly to observe the 
shipping instructions was the proximate cause of the alleged 
damage.” 


RATES ON SOAP 


The Commission, by division 2, in I. and S. No. 2748, soap, 
soap powder between points in Western Trunk Line and Illinois 
Classification territory, and I. and S. No. 2830, a case having 
the same title, mimeographed, has found justified, in part, the 
proposed cancellation of commodity rates on soap and related 
articles, in carloads, between points in Western Trunk Line 
territory and between points in Illinois Classification territory. 
It found the proposed schedules had been justified except to 
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the extent that the class rates resulting from the cancellation 
of the commodity rates would exceed 35 per cent of the present 
first class rates. That conclusion, however, is without prejudice 
to any action that may be taken in the pending general inves- 
tigation of class rates in Western Trunk Line territory. In 
prescribing 35 per cent of first class as maximum on soap in 
this territory the Commission followed what it did in prescribing 
soap rates in the Consolidated Southwestern Cases, 123 I. C. C. 
203. 


LINTER RATES APPLICABLE 

The Commission, by division 1, has dismissed No. 17138, 
Virginia Cellulose Company, Inc., vs. Norfolk & Western et al., 
mimeographed, finding that the cotton-linter rates charged on 
177 carload shipments described as cottonseed-hull fiber or shav- 
ings, from points in Georgia, the Carolinas, Mississippi, and 
Alabama, to Hopewell, Va., in 1924 and 1925, were applicable 
and not unreasonable. The report said the shipments, with a 
few exceptions, were billed as hull fiber or shavings but the 
billing was changed by the Southern Weighing & Inspection 
Bureau to cotton linters and the rates applicable on linters were 
collected. Complainant, on brief, said that the commodity de- 
sired was hull fiber or shavings and contended that that was 
the commodity shipped. The report says the complainant’s wit- 
ness testified that, in fact, the commodity shipped was second- 
cut linters. The Commission said that the record did not sup- 
port a finding that the shipments considered were of so low a 
grade that they should have been rated as cottonseed-hull fiber 
or shavings. It found the commodity to have been cotton linters 
and that the rates assessed were applicable. 


REPARATION ON PAVING BRICK 


The Commission, by division 4, in No. 18350, Buffalo Brick 
Company vs. Chicago & North Western et al., mimeographed, 
has found unduly prejudicial, but not unreasonable, a rate of 
15.5 cents on paving brick, imposed on 88 carloads shipped in 
June, 1924, from Buffalo, Kans., to Dodge Street (Irvington), 
Neb., to the extent it exceeded 13 cents, the subsequently estab- 
lished rate, and has awarded reparation. A rate of 13 cents, for 
a distance of 347 miles, from Galesburg, IIl., to Dodge Street, 
prescribed in Mason Brick & Tile Company vs. Director-Gen- 
eral, 107 I. C. C. 702, was used as the yard stick. The distance 
from Buffalo to Dodge Street is also 347 miles. The complainant 
relied, in part, on Inman-Poulson vs. S. P. Co., 61 I. C. C. 185, 
to support its claim of reparation, and the Commission quoted 
from that case its reason for awarding reparation on a finding 
of undue prejudice. Commissioner Woodlock, dissenting, said 
he thought the proof of damage not sufficient to warrant an 
award of reparation. 


FINISHED WALL PAPER RATES 

The Commission, by division 1, has dismissed No. 17612, 
Apex Company et al. vs. Alabama & Vicksburg et al., mimeo- 
graphed, finding the rates on finished wall paper, carloads, from 
various points of origin in Illinois, Missouri, New York, and 
Pennsylvania to Dallas and Fort Worth, Tex., via all-rail, rail- 
water-and-rail, and water-and-rail routes not unreasonable. The 
Commission, in dismissing the case, said that in Southwestern 
Consolidated Cases, 123 I. C. C. 203, it prescribed, as maximum 
reasonable rates, fourth class on wall paper. It said that with 
the exception of the rates from Kansas City and North Kansas 
City the rates so prescribed were higher than those assailed. 


CANNED GOODS RATES 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 15515, Mobile Cham- 
ber of Commerce and Business League vs. Alabama & Vicksburg 
et al., mimeographed, has found unreasonable the rates on 
canned goods, in straight or mixed carloads, from Mobile, Ala., 
to destinations in Georgia, Mississippi, Tennessee, Kentucky, 
Missouri, Ohio and Illinois, and from New Orleans, La., to 
Nashville, Tenn., in so far as they apply on fruits, vegetables, 
and fish, including shrimp, in packages (other than glass or 
earthenware) as provided in the current Southern Classifica- 
tion, minimum weight 36,000 pounds, in so far as they apply 
over interstate routes, to the extent they exceed the class 7 
rates approved in Southern Class Rate Investigation, 113 I.'C. C. 
200. Rates made on that basis are to be established not later 
than September 6 on not less than 5 days’ notice. 

The report also covers No. 15287, Traffic Bureau of Nash- 
ville, Tenn. vs. Louisville & Nashville et al., and No. 17003, 
Florence (Ala.) Chamber of Commerce vs. Alabama Great 
Southern et al. In the last mentioned complaint it was alleged 
that the rates from Mobile, Ala., to Florence, Sheffield and 
Tuscumbia, Ala., as applied to shipments originating on the 
Pacific coast, were in violation of sections 1, 2, and 3. The 
parties in that case, the report said, agreed to abide by the 
decision in No. 15515. The Commission said that although there 
was a similar allegation in the latter case, in respect of ship- 
ments from Mobile to Florence, it was withdrawn at the hear- 
ing. The Commission said the record did not afford a basis for 
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a finding as to what would be proper rates on the traffic con- 
cerned in No. 17003. The order requiring the establishment of 
rates covers the three cases. ~ 


ROOFING MATERIAL RATES 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 12635, Cooperative 
Oil and Paint Co. et al. vs. Director-General, Baltimore & Ohio 
et al., mimeographed, on reconsideration, has modified the 
language used by it in its original report, 88 I. C. C. 747, and 
in its report on further hearing, 122 I. C. C. 227, as to rates 
on roofing and paving material and again dismissed the com- 
plaint. The statements, according to this report on this recon- 
sideration, contained inaccuracies which in nowise affected the 
conclusions reached in the former reports. The Commission 
said that upon reconsideration it was of the opinion that the 
present record afforded no basis for reversing or modifying the 
former findings and that accordingly they were reaffirmed. The 
case involved rates on roofing and paving material, from St. 
Louis and Kansas City, Mo., Cleveland and Lockland, O., and 
Chicago, Aurora, Madison, Marseilles and East St. Louis, IIl., 
to Little Rock, Texarkana, and Hope, Ark., and Shreveport, La. 
The former findings, reaffirmed in this report, were that the 
rates were and are ot unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 


WOODEN LAST BLOCK RATES 

The Commission, by division 3, in No. 18100, E. W. Jack- 
son vs. Michigan Central et al., mimeographed, has found rates 
on wooden last blocks, carloads, from Gaylord, Mich., to New 
York, N. Y., Brockton, Mass., and Philadelphia unreasonable to 
the extent they exceed the rates on lumber. Sixth class rates 
are applicable now. Commissioner Woodlock, dissenting, said 
that in view of the small volume of the movement and their 
value from $100 to $110 per ton, anything less than sixth class 
was not a maximum reasonable basis on the lasts. 


LUMBER RATES INAPPLICABLE 


The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 18261, 
Ss. L. Culler Lumber Co. vs. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy et al., 
mimeographed, finding the rates charged on lumber, from Buick, 
Mo., to Hillsdale, Mich., inapplicable and directing refund of 
the overcharges. Shipments were made between June 1, 1923, 
and May 1, 1924. The Commission, applying the Sligo Iron 
Store case, 62 I. C. C. 642, found that the applicable rate was 
41 cents. Rates ranging from 41.5 to 44.5 cents were applied on 
13 carloads. 


RATE ON FRUIT WRAPPERS 


The complaint in No. 17482, Traffic Bureau, Chamber of 
Commerce, Lynchburg, Va., vs. Erie et al., mimeographed, has 
been dismissed by the Commission on a finding by division 4 
that the third-class rate of 79 cents applied on three less-than- 
carload shipments of fruit wrappers, unprinted, cut to size, for- 
warded over defendants’ lines in August and September, 1924, 
from Hamburgh, N. J., to Lynchburg, Va., was not shown to be 
unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. The finding was without 
prejudice to any conclusion that might be reached in No. 15879, 
Eastern Class Rate Investigation. There were also set for 
hearing portions of Fourth Section Applications Nos. 1548 and 


1787 by which the carriers parties therto sought authority, among > 


other things, to continue to charge lower rates for the transpor- 
tation of fruit wrappers, unprinted, in less than carloads, from 
Hamburgh to Montview, Va., than to Lynchburg and other inter- 
mediate points. The report said those portions of the applica- 
tions that covered the adjustment here involved were under 
consideration in other proceedings on more comprehensive rec- 
ords and that no disposition thereof would be made at this time. 


OVERCHARGE FOUND ON LUMBER 

The Commission, by division 3, has dismissed No. 18832, 
Aycock-Holley Lumber Company vs. Atlantic Coast’Line, mime- 
ographed, finding that the applicable rate, a combination of 28.1 
cents, produced by the use of the Jones combination rule, on a 
carload of lumber shipped from Luverne, Ala., to Sarasota, Fla., 
in 1925, was not unreasonable. A rate of 32 cents was charged. 
The Commission directed the refund of the overcharge. 


REPARATION ON GRAPES 


A finding of unreasonableness and an award of reparation 
have been made in No. 18727, John Fena vs. Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe et al., mimeographed, the Commission, by division 3, 
finding the rates charged on grapes, from points in California 
to Hibbing, Gilbert, Ely, Chisholm, and Keewatin, Minn., in 
1924, unreasonable to the extent they exceeded $1.73 per 100 
pounds. The report covers three sub-numbers, Same vs. Chi- 
cago Great Western et al.; John Fena and John Fena Company 
vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al.; and John Fena vs. Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy et al. Rates of $1.99, $2.005 and 
$2.07 were collected. Complainant claimed reparation to the 
basis of $1.73 on account of Hansen-Peterson Company vs. A. T. 
& S. F., 113 I. C. C. 575, in which the Commission found rates 
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on peaches and grapes, from California to the destinations in- 
volved in these complaints, unreasonable to the extent they ex- 
ceeded the rates to Duluth. The report said the defendants ad- 
mitted the unreasonableness. The Commission said the record 
showed the payment of charges on 27 carloads of grapes. 


TIN CAN RATE UNREASONABLE 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 18015, Metal Package 
Corporation of New York vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., mimeo- 
graphed, has found unreasonable a rate of 34 cents on empty tin 
cans, carloads, from Baltimore, Md., to Bushwick Station 
(Brooklyn), N. Y., charged on shipments made in- 1924, to the 
extent it exceeded 28 cents on a minimum of 18,000 pounds, the 
subsequently established rate. An award of reparation to that 
basis was made. 


WOODEN BOBBIN RATES 


The Commission, by division 4, has dismissed No. 18778, 
Maine Spinning Co. vs. Boston & Maine et al., mimeographed, 
finding rates on wooden bobbins, in less than carloads, returned 
empty, from points in Massachusetts, on the Boston & Maine, 
to Skowhegan, Me., had not been shown to be unreasonable 
or otherwise unlawful. Second class rates apply. Complainant 
asked for Rule 26 rates. 


RATING ON GRINDING PLUGS 


Finding the second-class rating on worn-out paper-mill 
grinding plugs, in less than carloads, in the three classification 
territories, unreasonable, the Commission, by division 4, in No. 
17972, Bahr Brothers Manufacturing Company vs. C. C. C. & St. 
L., mimeographed, has prescribed a rating of third class. The 
order for the future is effective on or before September 6. 


RATES ON LARD SUBSTITUTES 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 16529, Texas Refining 
Company vs. Chicago, Rock Island & Gulf et al., mimeographed, 
has found unreasonable rates on lard substitutes, carloads, from 
Greenville, Tex., to destinations in Arkansas, in Louisiana, west 
of the Mississippi River, and to Joplin, Mo., and that complain- 
ant is entitled to an award of reparation. Charges were col- 
lected on the basis of rates equal in each instance to the con- 
temporaneous rates applying from Fort Worth, Tex. 

Complainant maintained that the rates from Greenville 
should be accorded the basis of rates prescribed for packing- 
house products in Investigation of Alleged Unreasonable Rates 
on Meats, 22 I. C. C. 160; 23 I. C. C. 656, called the 1716 scale, 
as modified by subsequent general changes. The Commission 
said the rates assailed, from and to the points set forth above, 
had been and were unreasonable to the extent they had exceeded 
or exceed rates under the 1716 scale as modified by the subsequent 
general changes. Request for future relief was withdrawn be- 
cause schedules of proposed rates on lard substitutes and pack- 
ing-house products are now under consideration in I. and S. No. 
2595. These schedules were filed by the carriers following the 
Commission’s order in Procter & Gamble Distributing Company 
vs. St. L.-S. F., 101 I. C. C. 563. 


GRAIN TRANSIT RATES 


A finding of undue prejudice and an order to remove it not 
later than September 19 have been made in No. 17366, American 
Grain & Hay Co. et al. vs. Illinois Central et al., mimeographed, 
as to the failure of the defendants to maintain the same through 
rates via Memphis, Tenn., with transit arrangements thereat, 
as they maintain via East St. Louis and Cairo, Ill., on grain and 
grain products, from points on the Illinois Central in Iowa, 
Illinois, Minnesota and Wisconsin to destinations on their lines 
in Arkansas and Texas south of Brinkley, Ark. The Commis- 
sion, by division 3, said the failure resulted in undue prejudice 
to Memphis. It left the carriers free to remove the undue 
prejudice in whatever manner they thought fit, so as to bring 
about equality between East St. Louis and Cairo on the one 
hand and Memphis on the other. 

Prior to the publication of joint rates via Cairo, with transit 
at that point, to destinations in Texas and Arkansas, the report 
said, the rates via both Cairo and Memphis were constructed 
by the use of locals inbound and proportional or reshipping 
rates outbound, making the through charges, in most instances, 
practically the same. Complainants showed, according to the 
report, that at present, on corn and oats, Memphis had com- 
binations, to the affected territory, ranging from 4.5 cents to 
12.5 cents over Cairo. 


LEAD ORE TRANSIT CASE 


The Commission, by division 3, has dismissed No. 17771, 
Bunker Hill & Sullivan Mining & Concentrating Co. vs. North- 
ern Pacific et al., mimeographed, finding that the failure and 
refusal of the defendants to establish a smelting-in-transit ar- 
rangement, at East Helena, Mont., on lead ore and concentrates, 
from Kellogg and Bradley, Ida., to eastern destinations, does not 
result in unjust discrimination or undue prejudice. Failure and 
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refusal to establish smelting-in-transit, on the ore and con- 
centrates from operations at Kellogg and Bradley, points on the 
Oregon-Washington Railroad & Navigation Co. line, was alleged 
to result in rates unduly prejudicial to the complainant and 
unduly preferential of mines in the Cceur d’Alene district. Com- 
plainant asserted that the service of transporting ore from that 
district was substantially similar to that surrounding the trans-. 
portation of ore from its mines. 

The American Smelting & Refining Co., with which the 
complainant had contractual relations about which there was 
dispute, opposed the establishment of smelting-in-transit, for 
the reason, among others, that there were no shipments of ore 
from Kellogg to East Helena and because there was no prospect 
of movement. 

The defendants opposed the arrangement on the ground that 
there were no compelling competitive reasons for establishing 
transit on movements from the O.-W. & N. mines. They urged 
that, as the movements from those mines were joint-line, the 
theoretical movements from the latter mines were dissimilar to 
those surrounding the actual movements from the Northern 
Pacific mines. The Commission said that it had repeatedly 
found that the unjust discrimination prohibited by section 2 was 
in movements over the same road or roads, and not over dif- 
ferent roads or partly over the same road and partly over dif- 
ferent roads, citing Providence Fruit & Produce Exchange vs. 
R. I. Co., 69 I. C. C. 422, in support of that declaration. 


REPARATION ON NEWSPRINT 


In a mimeographed-report on further hearing as to repara- 
tion in No. 15199, Washington Publishers’ Association et al. vs. 
Baltimore & Ohio et al., the Commission has found that com- 
plainants and interveners are entitled to reparation on ship- 
ments of newsprint paper from Philadelphia, Pa., and from 
points in New England, New York and Canada to Washington, 
D. C. The former reports are 98 I. C. C. 339 and 102 I. C. C. 
662. The report also embraces No. 15229, Evening Star News- 
paper Company vs. Canadian Pacific et al.; No. 17596, Labor 
Co-operative Educational Society vs. B. & O. et al. and No. 
18920, Independent Publishing Company vs. B. & O. et al. In 
the previous reports rates on newsprint paper from points of 
origin indicated, with the exception of Philadelphia, to Wash- 
ington, D. C., were found unreasonable to the extent that they 
exceeded the rates to Baltimore, Md., by more than 2 cents, and 
that the rates from Philadelphia to Washington were unrea- 
sonable to the extent that they exceeded the rates to Baltimore 
by more than 3 cents. The Commission said the parties should 
comply with rule V of its Rules of Practice. 


DAKOTA CREAM RATES 


In a report written by Commissioner Brainerd, in No. 17451, 
Beatrice Creamery Co. vs. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul et al., 
mimeographed, the Commission, by division 8, has found the 
interstate rates on cream, in 10-gallon cans, in baggage cars in 
passenger and mixed-train service, from designated points in 
North Dakota and South Dakota to Aberdeen, S. D., unreason- 
able but not unduly prejudicial. It has ordered the establish- 
ment of new rates, in accordance with a mileage scale, not 
later than September 15 and awarded reparation. The rates 
prescribed for application on traffic from points in South Dakota 
to Aberdeen are those applicable via routes through North 
Dakota. The intrastate rates were not involved. 

In a part concurrence, Commissioner Taylor said that in- 
cidentally intrastate rates would be raised. He agreed with the 
other members of the Commission in the reduction of the rates 
for the future but disagreed on the award of reparation. He 
pointed out that the Commission was ordering this reduction, 
only as a part of a comprehensive adjustment under which the 
Commission hoped to remove “unjust, unreasonable, unjustly 
discriminatory or unduly prejudicial” conditions. He said that 
the mandate of the law quoted by him governed him in reach- 
ing a decision in the Lake Cargo Coal Case and the more recent 
Galveston differential case. No reparation, he said, was either 
asked for or allowed in either of those cases, and that none 
should be awarded here. His second reason for concurring, he 
said, was because milk was a product of agriculture on which, 
under the law, the Commission was justified in fixing “the lowest 
possible lawful rate compatible with the maintenance of ade- 
quate transportation service.” But, he said, after having pre- 
scribed such a scale the Commission should not use it as a 
basis for reparation. On a cost of service basis, he indicated, 
he could not concur in the reduced rates. 

Commissioner Brainerd said that the Commission’s con- 
clusions differed from those recommended by the examiner 
only on the question of undue prejudice. The Commission said 
there was unreasonableness but no undue prejudice. 

“The fact that the rate for transportation is taken into 
account to some extent (‘by the creamery) in the price paid to 
the producer (of the cream),” said Mr. Brainerd, “does not affect 
complainant’s right to any reparation that may be found to be 
due, as defendants contend, for the record is clear that con- 
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siderations other than the rate also enter into the price paid. 
Moreover, the testimony of one of complainant’s witnesses that 
it paid and bore the transportation charges on the shipments 
considered was not challenged by defendants.” 

The scale prescribed begins with 57 cents for distances of 
80 miles and over 70. It reaches 60 cents at 100 miles, 70 cents 
at 205 miles and runs out at 77 cents for distances of 265 miles 
but over 250. 

Where drayage is necessary in order to transfer shipments 
between separate passenger depots, there is to be a drayage 
allowance of 6 cents per can, minimum charge 15 cents, for 
distances of half a mile or less and 8 cents per can, minimum 
charge 20 cents, for distances greater than half a mile. 

The points of origin named in a footnote of the report are: 
Alfred, Ashley, Berlin, Burnstad, Gackle, Hazelton, Jud, Kulm, 
Millarton, Napoleon, Nortonville, Streeter, Sydney, Venturia and 
Wishek, N. D., and Grenville and Roslyn, 8. D. 


TIME ZONE INVESTIGATION 


The Commission, by division 2, in a report written by Com- 
missioner Aitchison, in No. 10122, Standard Time Zone Investi- 
gation, mimeographed, has modified its previous orders, 51 I. C. 
C. 273, 555, defining the limits of the standard central and 
mountain time zones, so as to place a part of Kansas, now in 
the mountain zone, within the central time zone. The modifi- 
cation was made upon the petition of the Santa Fe. 

In changing the boundary, the Commission said it was of 
the opinion that the greater convenience of commerce and the 
intent of its previous report and orders in this case would be 
better effected by modifying them so as to include within the 
standard central zone that portion of Kansas south of the fifth 
standard parallel, south from Dodge City, Kan., to the south- 
eastern corner of Finney county, and south of the southern 
boundaries of Kearney and Hamilton counties, Kan.; and that 
the Santa Fe should be permitted, under an exception, to operate 
its line from the eastern boundary of Ness county to Scott City 
under the standard central time. The change is effective 2 
a. m. August 7. 


PACIFIC COAST FOURTH SECTION 


Fourth section relief, for one year, has been granted to the 
Southern Pacific, Santa Fe and Union Pacific systems, in respect 
of class and commodity rates between San Francisco and other 
California points, and Portland and other Oregon, Washington 
and Idaho points, by means of fourth section order No. 9575. 
The relief is to last for a year from November 1 next. Before 
November 1, 1928, the Commission expects the three systems to 
revise and present anew applications for relief as the situation 
then may seem to demand. At that time the Commission expects 
them to be prepared to show, for a representative period, the 
results, from a traffic standpoint, of the measure of relief 
granted by the order before mentioned. 

Determination to grant relief and the reasons therefor are 
contained in a report, mimeographed, by division 2, on what the 
report calls “the Pacific coast fourth section applications, South- 
ern Pacific, Santa Fe, and Union Pacific system.” It covers 
reopened fourth section orders Nos. 1305, 4448, 4539, 4650, 4783, 
4860, 6757 and 6843, together with the applications on which they 
were based, and fourth section application No. 719 and about 
forty others. 

In addition to the relief mentioned in the initial paragraph, 
the Southern Pacific and the Santa Fe were given relief in 
respect of class rates between northern and southern California 
ports, subject to the condition that no intermediate rate should 
be more than 100 per cent higher than the terminal rates. 

Relief was granted as to rates on automobiles between San 
Francisco and Oakland, on the one hand, and Seattle and Tacoma 
and other Washington points, on the other. 

Relief was denied as to rates on lumber from Oregon, 
California and Nevada points to destinations in southern Cali- 
fornia. 

Commissioner Campbell said he concurred in the disposition 
of the applications, because, in general, the conclusions adopted 
would reduce the discrimination now suffered by the inter- 
mediate points under the protection of outstanding fourth section 
applications and orders. The fact that the relief was for an 
experimental period, also contributed to the reasons for his con- 
currence. But, he said that by that action he did not approve 
all the relief granted, even for an experimental period. For 
example, he said he did not believe that fourth section relief 
was ever necessary in connection with class rates, except, per- 
haps, in group adjustments where it seemed impossible to 
provide against the necessity of a reasonably direct route passing 
through a higher rated group. Such a situation, he said, was 
not present here where the relief was to meet water competition. 
In his opinion, the record did not justify any relief as to class 
rates. If it could be conceded, said he, that such relief was 
justified, then the spread of 100 per cent permitted between the 
terminal rates and the rates at intermediate points was entirely 
too great. Under such a spread, he said, the terminal rates, 
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either class or commodity, would be too low or the rates at the 
intermediate points would inevitably be too high. 


Relief was limited to one year, because the record upon 
which it was based was so old that the Commission, in its 
report, said it might not be representative of, or responsive to, 
current conditions. The case was submitted March 17, 1928, 
but not decided until June 22, 1927. The report said action on 
these applications was delayed for reasons ‘which seemed com- 
pelling. Former action on the subject was taken in Fourth 
Section Application Docket No. 1248, 24 I. C. C. 34, one of the 
early big four section cases. 


The applications covered by this report, except Nos. 14385 
and 12179, for the sake of convenience, were considered in two 
groups, viz.: (a) Application of the Southern Pacific covering 
class and commodity rates between California ports and interior 
points basing thereon, on the one hand, and Oregon ports and 
points related thereto, on the other; and (b) Applications cov- 
ering interstate rates between northern and southern California 
ports. Water competition was the only reason of prominence 
brought forward in connection with any phase of the subject. 
Existing rates, the report said, did not conform with the terms 
of the fourth section. They were established or held in place 
by fourth section orders of appropriate applications for relief, 
it said. 

As to the class rates the Commission said they seemed rea- 
sonably compensatory, the proposed terminal rate, first class 
yielding 21.5 mills per ton-mile and the fifth and lettered classes 
yielding 11.8 mills. Some of the class rates approved, the report 
said, would be higher than the present because one of the 
features of the application was the withdrawal of a proportional 
class scale beginning with 64.5 cents first class and the substi- 
tution therefor of the local 80-cent class rate scale. 


As to the commodity rates, the Commission tested them to 
ascertain whether the terminal rates were “reasonably compen- 
satory.” The Commission, in Transcontinental Cases of 1922, 
74 I. C. C. 48, laid down the rule that an applicant for fourth 
section relief must show that the lower rate proposed would 
be reasonably compensatory as a condition precedent to the 
grant of relief. The Pacific Steamship Company, which objected 
to the relief, contended that the rates would not even earn out- 
of-pocket costs. The Commission, however, said it was of the 
opinion that the proposed commodity rates, with specified excep- 
tions, would “cover and more than cover the additional ex- 
penses incurred in handling the traffic to which they apply.” 
The quoted words constitute another test laid down in Trans- 
continental Rates of 1922. The Commission denied permission 
to establish a minimum class rate of 41 cents per 100 pounds on 
less-than-carload traffic. It said that less-than-carload traffic 
should move on the class rates herein approved. It further 
found that the minimum carload rate between San Francisco 
and Portland should not be less than 32 cents; between Los 
Angeles or San Pedro and Portland, 50 cents; between San 
Francisco and Seattle not less than 43 cents; between San Fran- 
cisco and Everett, 46 cents; between Los Angeles or Los An- 
geles rate points and Seattle, 61 cents, and between Los Angeles 
or Los Angeles rate points and Everett, 64 cents. 


; The Commission condemned as a manifestly improper ad- 
justment intermediate rates ranging from 120 to 388 per cent 
higher than those proposed between the ports. As a substitute 
for that situation it said: 


Under the law as construed by us, the all-rail rates “can be 
lower than necessary to meet existing competition.’’ In our judg- 
ment this will be accomplished if the applicants establish the pro- 
posed carload rates, subject to the minimum rates which we have 
indicated, and provided that (a) the port-to-port rates are not less 
than 10 cents higher than the rates contemporaneously maintained on 
like traffic by the standard steamer lines operating between the same 
ports; (b) that the rail rates at intermediate points shall in no 
instance be more than 100 per cent higher than the rates contem- 
poraneously in effect on like traffic between the ports; (c) that the 
present rates at intermediate points shall not be increased, except 
where necessary to remove or reduce fourth-section departures, and 
When increased for that purpose shall not exceed rates graded ac- 
cording to distance with relation to rates at other intermediate 
points at which higher rates are herein authorized; (d) that rates 
at the said intermediate points shall in no case exceed the lowest 
combination; and (e) that rates from or to inland points which may 
be lower than rates at intermediate points shall not be lower than 
the full combination on the ports. 


All parties represented at the hearings agreed to the relief 
requested as to rates between the California ports on the basis 
now in effect. Intermediate rates, however, are not to be more 
than 100 per cent higher than the terminal rates. An additional 
limitation placed was that in no instance was there to be a 
rate less than 31.5 cents between Los Angeles and San Francisco. 


No showing of justification, the report said, had been made 
as to rates to other southern ports, such as San Diego. Ac- 
cordingly relief to continue them was denied. 

In denying relief on lumber the Commission said that the 
application for relief was based solely on market competition. 
It said it failed to discover any facts in the record to show 
that the higher rates to the intermediate points were reason- 
able and that it was not satisfied that the applicants had sus- 
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tained the burden of justifying the continuance of such higher 
rates. 

The Commission said the rates approved in this report were 
subject to a reduction of 10 per cent, provided that no class 
scale approved in the report, except that between San Fran- 
cisco and Los Angeles, might be so reduced, and provided 
further that the $1.27 rate on automobiles between San Fran- 
cisco and Oakland, on the one hand, and Puget Sound ports on 
the other, should not be so reduced. 


B. & O. STOCK ISSUE 


The Baltimore & Ohio has been authorized by the Com- 
mission, division 4, in finance No. 6370, to issue and sell $63,- 
242,500 of common capital stock at $107.50 a share. The com- 
pany’s preferred and common stockholders had the privilege 
of subscribing for the stock on or before July 21. In order to 
insure the sale of the issue, the company entered into an agree- 
ment with Kuhn, Loeb & Company and Speyer & Company to 
underwrite it, the bankers to be paid at the rate of $2.25 a 
share for the entire issue. 

The company stated that it proposed to use the proceeds 
of the stock, amounting to $67,985,687.50, for the following pur- 
poses: To refund $35,000,000 of its 10-year 6 per cent secured 
gold bonds that will mature July 1, 1929; to pay a balance of 
$800,000 remaining due on a real estate mortgage of $1,000,000 
on property acquired in New York City in 1911; to reimburse 
its treasury in part for capital expenditures made for additions 
and betterments to road to December 31, 1926, amounting to 
$11,430,101.95, and for the period January 1 to June 1, 1927, 
amounting to approximately $4,500,000; to provide funds for 
future capital expenditures for additions and betterments, and 
for other corporate purposes, approximating $13,957,629.30; to 
pay the underwriter’s commission of $1,422,956.25, and to pay 
the premium of $875,000 for redeeming before maturity the 
$35,000,000 of bonds that will mature July 1, 1929. 

Lloyd Church, a stockholder, representing opposition to the 
issue, criticized the proposal to pay $2.25 a share for under- 
writing the issue. The Commission said that, while the neces- 
sity for underwriting in this case might be subject to queston, 
it felt that on the facts shown it should accept the judgment 
of the applicant’s management as to that. 

Commissioner Eastman wrote .a concurring opinion. He 
said the company had entered into the underwriting agreement 
without endeavoring to ascertain for what compensation other 
bankers of recognized financial standing might be willing to 
underwrite. He said he questioned seriously whether there was 
any sufficient reason why a railroad like the B. & O. should 
give any group of bankers a monopoly of its financing. He 
referred to the practice now generally established of seeking 
competitive bids on equipment notes, saying that this had been 
accomplished by the Commission “substantially without the help 
of stockholders or shippers or any other section of the inter- 
ested public.” 

“Under the circumstances,” said he, “I have been content 
that we should proceed cautiously and slowly in this matter, 
making certain of our ground at each step. The situa- 
tion being as it is, I am not disposed at present to disapprove 
what was done hete.” 

Commissioner Eastman, expressing doubt as to whether his 
conclusions were right, said he hoped that stockholders and 
others “will take an active interest in these questions, so that 
we may have the benefit of intelligent discussion from all points 
of view.” 

It appeared, the commissioner said, that it would not now 
be necessary for the company to sell so large an issue of new 
stock if it had not in the last year utilized so large a portion 
of its cash resources in the acquisition of Western Maryland 
stock and of an interest in the Wheeling & Lake Erie stock. 
He said that that was a matter that would doubtless come 
before the Commission more directly, however, and that nothing 
that was said or done in this proceeding was to be regarded 
as passing in any way on either the wisdom or legality of those 
acquisitions. 


W. B. T. & 8S. CONSTRUCTION 


On rehearing in finance Nos. 3197 and 5104, involving pro- 
posed construction of lines by the Waco, Beaumont, Trinity & 
Sabine Railway Company, the Commission has modified its find- 
ing in the original report in 94 I. C. C. 591, granting in part 
and denying in part, application for authority to construct lines 
in southeastern Texas. 

The applicant has now been authorized to construct an 
extension from its terminus at Livingston, southeasterly through 
the counties of Polk, Hardin and Jefferson by way of Beaumont 
to Port Arthur, Tex., certain sections of the extension to be 
built only in the event trackage rights can not be obtained over 
exising lines, and to construct a belt line passing through the 
city of Beaumont and connecting at both ends, with the extension 
through that city. The applicant also has been authorized to 
construct an extension from Weldon to Waco, Tex., the section 
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from Mart to Waco to be built only in the event trackage rights 
can not be obtained over existing lines. Permission to retain 
excess earnings was granted. 

The Commission said the question presented in the pro- 
ceeding was whether public convenience and necessity required 
the construction of certain extensions of an existing line of 
railroad in southeastern Texas, thereby creating a new through 
route between the so-called Sabine ports of Beaumont and Port 
Arthur and the central part of Texas. The applicant’s lines 
now extend from Weldon to Livingston, Tex., a distance of about 
48 miles, and from Trinity to Colmesneil, Tex., a distance of 
about 66 miles. The applicant claimed, according to the report, 
that its railroad was necessary to the life of the community 
served and to the development of the tributary territory, and 
that ultimate abandonment of the railroad was in prospect 
unless new sources of traffic were developed or made accessible. 

Commissioner Woodlock, dissenting, said: 


It is clear that the main argument in support of the new con- 
struction here authorized by the majority is that it is alleged to 
be necessary in order that the existing. mileage may be able to 
maintain itself in operation. It is also clear from the testimony 
that the new mileage will in all likelihood fall considerably short, 
at least for a long time to come, cf creating new traffic in volume 
necessary for its support and that it will have to depend quite 
largely upon diversion of business from other lines. For_ these 
reasons, I cannot concur in the decision. Short lines already ex- 
isting will, no doubt, ultimately, under the process of consolidation, 
find permanent places in larger systems whereby their capacity to 
serve the — will be enlarged and perpetuated. This solution of 
the short-line problem appears to me to be much more in accord 
with the public interest than is an attempt to maintain existing 
mileage which is not self-supporting by new construction which in 
turn will probably not create its own means of support, much less help 
to support its parent. See my expression of dissent in Construction 
by San Antonio & Aransas Pass Ry., 111 I. C. C. 483, 497. 


Commissioners Meyer, Campbell and Brainerd did not 
participate in the disposition of the case. 


LAKE CARGO COAL RATES 


The Commission, on July 20, made public sixth section per- 
missions granted by it to carriers to establish rates on lake 
cargo coal, from Fairmont and other districts in Pennsylvania 
and West Virginia, covered by its advice but not its orders, 
to be effective August 10, on fifteen days’ notice. The permis- 
sions are in accord with the advice Chairman Esch gave in his 
letter to H. A. Cochran, coal traffic manager of the Baltimore 
& Ohio, dated July 11. (See Traffic World, July 16, p. 116.) 

Sixth section order No. 83129 authorizes the Pittsburgh & 
Lake Erie to establish a rate of $1.56 to Ashtabula Harbor, O., 
from group B of the Connellsville region and a rate of $1.71 from 
Fairmont group C. No. 83138 gives like authority to the Penn- 
sylvania to establish rates to Lake Erie ports, in accordance 
with the details set forth in its application. No. 83131 author- 
izes the Baltimore & Ohio to establish rates to Cleveland, 
Lorain and Sandusky, O., as follows: $1.56 from the Klondike, 
Pittsburgh-Youghiogheny, Connellsville, Fairchance and Mt. 
Braddock districts; and $1.71 from West Virginia districts 
(Clarksburg, Fairmont, groups 1 and 2, Monongah, Opekiske 
and Short Line; Cheat Haven & Bruceton R. R. points; and 
Calvary Church, Sisler Mine and State Line). No.83130 author- 
izes a rate of $1.71 from mines on the Fairmont Helen’s Run 
and Fairmont Bingamon Railway branches of the Western 
Maryland, to Ashtabula Harbor. 


CONTROL OF PECOS VALLEY SOUTHERN 


With Commissioner Eastman dissenting, the Commission, 
by division 4, which is composed of Commissioners Meyer, East- 
man and Woodlock, in finance No. 6319, has authorized acquisi- 
tion by the Teaxs & Pacific of control of the Pecos Valley South- 
ern by purchase of capital stock. The Texas & Pacific is a 
subsidiary of the Missouri Pacific. The line of the Pecos Valley 
Southern extends from Pecos to Toyahvale, Tex., a distance of 
about 40 miles. Under the agreement of purchase, the Texas 
& Pacific will pay $192,000 for $45,000 of capital stock and a 
$400,000 bond. 

“However desirable the arrangement may be,” said Com- 
missioner Eastman, “the Texas & Pacific is here acquiring the 
entire financial interest in the property of the Pecos Valley. 
In my judgment this is a consolidation such as we have no 
authority to authorize at the present time.” 


CITATION IN STATE COAL RATES 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 13503, Dewey Port- 
land Cement Co. vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al., has 
cited the defendants in that case, to show cause, in writing, 
if any there be, not later than September 20, why it should not 
approve an order of reparation made by the Corporation Com- 
mission of Oklahoma, on account of unreasonable rates on slack 
coal, from mines in the Tulsa and Henryetta groups, in Okla- 
homa, to the complainant’s plant at Dewey, Okla. The shipments 
were made between March 1 and August 31, 1920; that is, 
within the guaranty period in which no change might be made 
in rates without the approval .of the federal commission. 

The complaint in which the order to show cause has been 
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entered was filed in February, 1922. It attacked the rates as 
unreasonable and otherwise unlawful. 

In September, 1922, a similar complaint, No. 4833, was filed 
with the Oklahoma commission. In January, 1923, the Oklahoma 
commission found the rates unreasonable and found that the 
reasonable rate from Broken Arrow and Dawson in the Tulsa 
sgroup to Dewey would have been 80 cents per net ton and that 
90 cents per ton would have been the reasonable rate from the 
Henryetta group to Dewey. It awarded reparation to the com- 
plainant amounting to $9,427.92, with interest. The railroads 
refused to pay the award. The complainant carried the matter 
through the supreme court of Oklahoma. That tribunal said the 
Oklahoma commission had jurisdiction to determine the reason- 
ableness of the rates. The court modified the state commis- 
sion’s order, in its judgment of June 23, 1925, so as to provide 
that the state body’s order should “not become effective until] 
said reparation and reduction of rates, as provided in said order 
and judgment, shall have been approved by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission.” 


CHICAGO SWITCHING RATES 


In a second notice signed by Secretary McGinty, the Com- 
mission, in No. 19610, switching rates in the Chicago switching 
district and in I. and S. No. 2900, switching rates between points 
in the Chicago and Chicago Heights districts, has announced 
plans for conducting a cost study in respect of switching serv- 
ice in the districts mentioned. The notice says that the in- 
terested parties have selected the Indiana Harbor Belt, Balti- 
more & Ohio Chicago Terminal, Belt Railway of Chicago, Elgin, 
Joliet & Eastern, Chicago & North Western, Pennsylvania, 
Burlington and the Milwaukee as representative lines for mak- 
ing the proposed cost study in connection with the movement 
of carload traffic in the Chicago district. 

The week of August 4 to 10, the notice said, had been 
selected as the period in which the cost study would be under- 
taken. The notice said that all interested parties who expected 
to have a cost expert present at the time to observe the conduct 
of the field work should promptly advise C. W. Galligan, chair- 
man of the Illinois Freight Committee, Chicago, Ill., and the 
Commission, of the name and address of such representative. 

The notice also said that the Carriers’ Cost Expert Com- 
mittee had arranged for a conference in room No. 1725, Trans- 
portation Building, Chicago, at 10 a.m. July 29, to which 
representatives of the state commissions of Illinois and Indiana, 
and cost experts representing shippers were invited. As to how 
the cost study will be made the notice says: 


The Saur-Coverston formula will be used by the carriers in 
making the cost study and will be applied to the test period in 
order to develop the cost of each individual unit of service. The 
information submitted in response to the Commission’s notice of 
October 25, 1926, in connection with I. & S. Docket No. 2780, Iron 
and Steel Between Points in the Chicago Switching District, and 
related cases, will be resubmitted for use in this proceeding. The 
traffic test then made covered the month of September, 1926, and 
the results of the cost study which will be undertaken in August, 
1927, will be interpreted in connection with the record of traffic 
handled during September, 1926. The data referred to covering 
traffic handled. during September, 1926, will be further analyzed 
to show the number of cars, load, average haul and revenue per 
car and per ton for single-line, two-line, and three or four-line hauls 
in the district for each of the 69 commodities (covered by statis- 
tical reports of the individual roads to this Commission) as may be 
— in the movement covered by the data collected for that 
month. 

Carriers will also show certain traffic data for each month 
for a year to provide a test of whether the total number of cars 
handled during the test period is representative. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Argument in No. 18055, Erie R. R. et al. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. 
et al., assigned for July 22, at Washington, D. C., was canceled. 

Hearing in No. 19684, United Paperboard Co., Inc., vs. B. & 
O. R. R. et al., assigned for July 20, at New York, N. Y., before 
Examiner McGrath, was postponed to a date to be hereafter 
fixed. 

Hearing in No. 19654, United Zinc Smelting Corp. et al. vs. 
B .& O. R. R. et al., assigned for July 20, at New York, N. Y., 
before Examiner McGrath, was reassigned for July 23, at New 
York, N. Y., before Examiner McGrath. 

Argument in No. 18818, A. A. Vickers Petroleum Co. VS. 
Union Pacific R. R. et al., assigned for July 21, at Washington, 
D. C., was canceled. 

Argument in docket No. 18421, set for July 22, at Washing- 
ton, D. C., was canceled. 


A CORRECTION 


Subscribers for The Traffic World who have their copies 
bound without the covers should note that the inside pages of 
the July 9 number were incorrectly, through error of the printer, 
dated June 9. 


The abstracts of tariff filings, rejections, suspen- 
sions, etc., as printed in each issue of THE DAILY 
TRAFFIC WORLD enable subscribers always to be 
sure their tariff files are up-to-date. 
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CEMENT RATES AND REPARATION 


In a proposed report in No. 18208, Oklahoma Portland 
Cement Co. vs. Missouri-Kansas-Texas et al., Examiner Harry C. 
Ames said the Commission should find unreasonable the rates on 
cement, in carloads, from Ada, Okla., to some destinations in 
Texas, Louisiana and Arkansas and not unreasonable to others 
and award reparation in instances where the rates were unrea- 
sonable. The report covers five sub-numbers, Same vs. Houston 
& Texas Central et al.; Same vs. Louisiana & Arkansas et al.; 
Same vs. Ft. Smith & Western et al.; Same vs. Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe et al.; and Same vs. Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
et al. 

Reparation and reasonable rates for the future were sought. 
Parts of fourth section applications Nos. 461, 462, 687 and 12050, 
filed by Leland and others, were set down for hearing in con- 
nection with the allegations that the rates were unreasonable 
and in violation of the fourth section. 

The examiner said that rates for the future, from Ada to 
destinations in Texas, were decided in No. 15151, Oklahoma 
Portland Cement Co. vs. Denver & Rio Grande Western, decided 
May 19, 1927. The question of rates for the future, he said, to 
destinations in Arkansas and Louisiana, was before the Com- 
mission in No. 16988, Oklahoma Portland Cement Co. vs. A. & V. 
et al., pending. Complainant and defendants, the examiner said, 
were not only willing, but preferred to have the questions of 
rates for the future and the question of fourth section relief 
determined in the cases mentioned. Therefore, Ames said, the 
only issue here presented was the past reasonableness of rates 
to intermediate points in the destination states mentioned it being 
conceded that the fourth section departures were protected by 
appropriate fourth section applications. Complainant’s case, the 
examiner said, was built wholly around the existence of lower 
rates to farther distant points along the same lines or routes 
over which the movements to the intermediate points occurred. 
After citing pertinent parts of E. C. Lee Farms Co. vs. L. & N., 
93 I. C. C. 699, and Patterson vs. L. & N., 269 U. S. 1, Ames said 
the disposition of this case had to be determined by ascertaining 
whether the defendant’s evidence was sufficient to establish the 
reasonableness of and thus rebut the presumption that the higher 
rates to the intermediate points were unreasonable under sec- 
tion 1. 

Lower rates to more distant points, relied upon by the com- 
plainant to show its own rates unreasonable, the examiner said, 
were those of 23.5 cents to New Orleans and 20.5 cents to Little 
Rock. Ames said the record disclosed no striking differences in 
transportation conditions in the portions of the three states 
marking the destination territory here concerned. Yet, he said, 
the level of the rates was strikingly different. For example, he 
pointed to a rate of 21.5 cents from Ada to unimportant points in 
southern Arkansas for an average short line distance of 268 
miles. For a short line distance to Marshall, Tex., of 269 miles, 
he said, the rate was 31.5 cents. Moreover, he said, traffic moving 
directly through Marshall on the short line route to southern 
Louisiana was subject to rates of 25.5 and 30 cents at many 
destinations, not to speak of rates of 21 and 22 cents applicable at 
Shreveport and Alexandria. Such incongruities, he said, could 
be multiplied. In disposing of the case he said: 


The Commission should find that the rates on cement, in car- 
loads, from Ada, Okla., to the destinations indicated hereinafter over 
the short-line routes were unreasonable to the extent they exceeded 
the amounts set forth in connection with each destination or group 
of destinations: to Honey Grove, Tex., 17 cents; to Sulphur Springs, 
Tex., 18 cents; to Clarksville, Winnsboro, Pittsburg, and Ennis, Tex., 
19 cents; to Corsicana, Richland, Navarro, Wortham, and Mexia, 
Tex., 19.5 cents; to Marshall, Tex., 20 cents; to Gilliam, La., 23.5 
cents; and to Zwolle, DeRidder, and DeQuincy, La., and Beaumont, 
Tex., 25.5 cents. The Commission should also find that the rates on 
cement, in carloads, in effect prior to November 10, 1924, and during 
the statutory period, from Ada to Alma, Mulberry, Altus, Clarks- 
ville, Morrilton, Palarm and Morgans Spur, Ark., were unreasonable 
to the extent they exceeded 21.5 cents. The Commission should also 
find that the present rates, on cement, in carloads, from Ada to the 
destinations in Arkansas named in the complaint have not been un- 
reasonable since November 10, 1924, and that the rates from Ada 
to - other destinations named in the complaint were not unreason- 
able. 


In instances where the longer routes were employed, in 
transporting unrouted shipments, solely for the carriers’ own 
convenience, reparation should be awarded on the basis of the 
rates found reasonable over the short lines, said the examiner. 


KANAWHA CENTRAL COAL DIVISIONS 


In a proposed report in No. 13546, Kanawha Black Band 
Coal Company et al. vs. Chesapeake & Ohio et al., and No. 
16160, Same vs. Kanawha Central et al., on further hearing, 
Examiner Charles W. Berry has recommended that the Com- 
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mission find that the reasonable division to be received by the 
Kanawha Central out of each joint rate on coal, to interstate 
destinations, from the Chesapeake & Ohio, is 29 cents per long 
ton, without payment of per diem by the Kanawha Central. 
The recommendation is that the finding be retroactive to July 
13, 1923, and for the future. Berry said that the Commission 
should find that the Kanawha Central should pay 11 cents and 
the other defendants 29 cents per long ton, less $8.50 per car, 
of the reparation awarded in No. 16160. 

The Commission, by division 4, in No. 13546, the title case, 
prescribed joint rates on coal, to become effective on or before 
July 13, 1923, from mines on the Kanawha Central not in excess 
of the group rates maintained from mines on the Chesapeake & 
Ohio, in the Kanwha district of West Virginia. The Kanawha 
Central, by answer and cross complaint, the examiner said, 
practically joined the complainant in the prayer for joint rates. 
It also asked the Commission to prescribe the divisions. 
The Commission found the record insufficient to prescribe the 
divisions but said they should not be less than what it would 
cost the Chesapeake & Ohio to own and operate the Kanawha 
Central, including interest on the investment. 

In No. 16160, the Commission, by division 3, awarded rep- 
aration to the complainant on shipments made between June 
24, 1922, and July 13, 1923, to the basis of the district rate from 
Brounland, W. Va., plus $8.50 per car. The Kanawha Central’s 
stock is owned by the Black Band Consolidated Coal Company. 
The parties agreed that divisions should be made on the basis 
suggested by the Commission but they could not otherwise 
agree, hence this further hearing. The examiner said that, 
based on the cost to the Chesapeake & Ohio to operate the 
Kanawha Central and a fair return on the value of the property 
held for and used in the service of transportation for the pub- 
lic, the reasonable divisions for the Kanawha Central would 
be 29 cents, without payment of per diem by the Kanawha 
Central, as before set forth. 


SWITCHING CHARGES ON BRICK 

Dismissal of the complaint in No. 19110, Acme Brick Co. 
vs. Missouri Pacific et al., has been recommended by Examiner 
B. E. Stillwell on a finding that switching charges collected on 
five carloads of brick, from Fort Smith, Ark., to certain local 
points on the Midland Valley in Oklahoma were applicable and 
that failure of the Midland Valley to absorb them on shipments 
to the specified local stations on its line did not and does not 
result in unreasonable transportation charges. 


RATE ON LUMBER 


Prescription of a rate for the future and an award of 
reparation have been recommended by Examiner C. J. Peterson 
in No. 19021, J. M. Card Lumber Co. vs. Nashville, Chattanooga 
& St. Louis, on a finding that the applicable commodity rate of 
16 cents on lumber from New Market, Ala., to Chattanooga, 
Tenn., was, is, and for the future will be unreasonable to the 
extent that it exceeded, exceeds or may exced a rate of 11.5 
cers. 


RATING ON TELESCOPED BARRELS 


In a proposed report on further hearing in No. 16832, J. D. 
Hollingshead Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al., Examiner J. Edgar Smith 
has recommended a finding that telescoped barrels in Official 
Classification should be rated fifth class, minimum 24,000 pounds, 
subject to rule 34, and that, for the future, shipments from 
Louisville, Ky., and Thebes, IIl., governed by the Official Clas- 
sification, should be charged rates no higher than the contem- 
poraneous fifth class rates, minimum 24,000 pounds, subject to 
rule 34. The original report is in 115 I. C. C. 95, in which it 
was held that the barrels should be rated sixth class, minimum 
30,000 pounds, subject to rule 34. 


RATE ON CRUSHED SLATE 


In No. 19377, Certain-teed Products Corporation vs. Dela- 
ware & Hudson et al., Examiner S. A. Aplin has recommended 
an award of reparation of $334.40, with interest, based on a find- 
ing that the applicable sixth class rate of 50.5 cents, plus a 
diversion charge of $2.70 a car, charged on two carloads of 
crushed slate shipped in July, 1922, from Middle Granville, 
N. Y., and Poultney, Vt., to Marseilles, Ill., was unreasonable to 
the extent that it exceeded 31.5 cents, plus a diversion charge 
of $2.70 a car. 


RATE ON BUILDING BRICK 


Examiner Paul A. Colvin, in No. 19248, Charles H. Smithey 
vs. Carolina, Clinchfield & Ohio et al., has recommended that 
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the Commission find that a combination rate of 16.5 cents 
charged on building brick from Kingsport, Tenn., to Cinderella, 
W. Va., shipped in May and June, 1926, was inapplicable, that 
the applicable rate was 13.5 cents, and that the applicable rate 
was, is and for the future will be unreasonable to the extent 
that it exceeded, exceeds or may exceed 12 cents, and award 
reparation. 


RATES ON MAGNESITE STUCCO 


In No. 18892, Aitken Lumber Company et al. vs. Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe et al., Examiner E. P. Hurley has recom- 
mended an award of reparation on a finding of unreasonableness 
as to rates on magnesite stucco from points in Illinois, lowa 
and Missouri to destinations in Kansas, Missouri, Oklahoma and 
Texas. The examiner said it was agreed at the hearing that the 
case should be decided on the record in No. 17661, Badger Lum- 
ber & Coal Company vs. A. T. & S. F., 120 I. C. C. 590, decided 
December 29, 1926, in which the Commission followed its deci- 
sion in Rocbond Company vs. A. T. & S. F., 104 I. C. C. 517, 
and found that the rates on magnesite stucco were unreasonable 
to the extent that they exceeded the rates on stucco contem- 
poraneously applicable from the same points of origin to the 
same destinations. He said the Commission should find that 
he assailed rates were not in violation of section 6 of the act 
as alleged. Following the decisions referred to, he said the 
Commission should further find that the rates from points of 
origin to destinations described in the complaint on magnesite 
stucco composed of stucco mix, magnesium chloride, and 
crushed rock dash shipped in separate packages in the same 
car, the magnesium chloride not to exceed 20 per cent and the 
crushed rock dash not to exceed 50 per cent of the gross weight 
of the shipment, were unreasonable to the extent that they ex- 
ceeded the rates on stucco contemporaneously applicable from 
the same points of origin to the same destinations, and award 
reparation. The rates found reasonable are in effect, according 
to the report. 


COAL TO CLARKDALE, ARIZ. 


Examiner A. G. Hagerty in a proposed report in No. 17930, 
United Verde Copper Company et al. vs. Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe et al., has advised the Commission to find not unrea- 
sonable rates on coal n. o. s., and slack coal, from New Mexico 
and Colorado producing districts to Clarkdale, Ariz., and to pre- 
scribe a non-prejudicial basis of rates for the future. The exam- 
iner said the abbreviation n. o. s. meant all coal excepting slack, 
and that in a few instances, not of material importance, slack 
coal rates shown in the report were also applicable to pea coal. 

The originating districts involved are Gallup, N. M., Waldo- 
Los Cerrillos, N. M., Raton, N. M., and Trinidad, Colo. The 
examiner said the Commission should find that the rates main- 
tained since January 7, 1924, on coal n. o. s. and slack coal from 
the four producing districts specified in the complaint to Clark 
dale, Ariz., were not unreasonable. For the future, he said, the 
Commission should find that the rates from the Gallup district 
to Clarkdale, on both coal n. o. s. and slack coal, would be 
unduly prejudicial to Clarkdale to the extent that they exceeded 
the rates contemporaneously maintained from that same district 
to El Paso, Tex., and to points named in the report within the 
Santa Rita-Hurley district. From the three other designated 
producing districts to Clarkdale, he said the Commission should 
find that the rates for the future would be unduly prejudicial to 
Clarkdale to the extent that they exceeded the Gallup-Clarkdale 
rates by more than the differentials prescribed in Western Coal 
Rates, 80 I. C. C. 383, 458, 459, which were, over Gallup, Waldo- 
Los Cerrillos, 130 cents per ton of 2,000 pounds; Raton, 240 
cents, and Trinidad, 255 cents. 


LUMBER COMPLAINT DISMISSED 


Examiner F. A. Clifford in No. 19376, Flowers Lumber Com- 
pany vs. Seaboard Air Line, has recommended dismissal of the 
complaint on a finding that rates charged on lumber from Pres- 
ton and Cusseta, Ga., to certain destinations in Florida were 
applicable. 


RATINGS ON SADDLE TREES 


Examiner B. E. Stillwell, in No. 19300, Ruwart Manufactur- 
ing Company (Louis Wagner, receiver) vs. Chicago, Burlington 
& Quincy et al., has recommended that the Commission find 
any-quantity ratings on riding-saddle trees, in bales, bundles, 
crates or in boxes, in official and western classifications, and in 
bales, bundles or crates in southern classification, unreasonable 
as applied to carload shipments, to the extent that they exceed 
second class, the minimum not to exceed 15,000 pounds subject 
to rule 34 of the consolidated classification. The ratings were 
assailed from Denver to Cincinnati, over the Burlington and B. 
& O., to Birmingham, Ala., over the Rock Island and Frisco, and 
to Ogden, Utah, over the Union Pacific. The Commission was 
asked to prescribe reasonable carload and less-than-carload rat- 
ings for the future. The examiner said the present ratings did 
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not appear unreasonable as 


shipments. 


applied to  less-than-carload 


PETROLEUM TO EVANSTON, ILL. 


Examiner J. Edgar Smith, in No. 19137, Pennsylvania Oil 
Co. of Evanston vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al., said 
the Commission should find rates on petroleum products from 
group 3 of the midcontinent field to Evanston, Ill., Main Street, 
not unreasonable. He said the Commission should find unduly 
prejudicial such rates as compared with rates to Evanston on the 
Mayfair cutoff, Greenwood; and require equal rates, for the 
future, to all Evanston deliveries served by the C. & N. W. 
Furthermore he said the Commission should find, for the future, 
rates from group 3 to Evanston which exceeded rates contempo- 
raneously maintained from the same points to Chicago, IIl., by 
more than one cent per 100 pounds, unduly prejudicial. He 
said that reparation should be denied. 

That recommendation, of Evanston over Chicago, only one 
cent, seemingly, is in conflict with the Commission’s decision in 
Midcontinent Oil Rates, 1925, 112 I. C. C. 421. Smith said the 
exhibit of defendants showed that under that decision rates on 
refined oils for the future would be 39 cents to Chicago, and 
42 cents to points north of Chicago, as follows: Evanston, 12 
miles; Racine, 62 miles; and Milwaukee, 85 miles. 

Obviously, said Smith, after stating rates from Casper, Wyo., 
and from Buffalo, N. Y., Evanston got the benfit of its geograph- 
ical location in rates from Wyoming and New York and was 
aided therein by the requirements of the fourth section. It was 
not so plain, he said, that it was entitled to entire equality with 
Chicago in rates from the midcontinent fields. Nevertheless, he 
said, to extend the Milwaukee rates southward to embrace 
Evanston immediately north of Chicago, ignored the highly 
competitive conditions under which oil had to ‘be marketed and, 
in view of the tank-wagon distribution from points immediately 
south of the complainant’s plant, subjected the complainant 
to _—— and disadvantage which, for the future, would be 
undue. 


RATES ON POTATOES 


In a proposed report in No. 17128, Taylor Produce Co. et al., 
vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al., I. and S. No. 2521, potatoes from 
southeastern and Carolina territories to northern and western 
points, parts of fourth section application No. 703 filed by the 
Atlantic Coast Line; and No. 17632, Harry J. Lewis Co. et al. vs. 
Norfolk Southern et al., Examiners W. R. Brennan and E. P. 
Hurley, upon further hearing, said the original report, 115 
I. C. C. 633, should be modified in part. They suggested a basis 
of rates on potatoes from points in the Carolinas to Central ter- 
ritory. 

Rates on cabbage, the examiners said, from points in North 
Carolina on the Norfolk Southern to Kalamazoo, Jackson, Battle 
Creek and Sturgis, Mich., had not been shown to have been, or 
to be, unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 

In the original report, rates on potatoes, from points in the 
Carolinas to destinations in Michigan were found unreasonable 
and unduly prejudicial. By that report a mileage scale of rates 
was prescribed. The scale begins with 48 cents for distances 
from 700 to 750 miles and progresses at the rate of 2 cents for 
every 50-mile block up to 68 cents for the last block, 1,200 to 
1,250 miles. 

The record, as supplemented at the further hearing, the 
examiners said, warranted the establishment of a mileage scale 
of rates somewhat higher than that originally prescribed. They 
recommended a scale beginning with 51 cents for the initial 
block and running out with a rate of 71 cents for the 1,200-1,250 
mile last block. Applications for fourth section relief under the 
scale, the examiners said, might be filed by such carriers as 
desired it. 


RATES ON HOGS 


In a proposed report in No. 19133, North American Provision 
Company vs. Missouri-Kansas-Texas et al., Examiner Lewis L. 
Prout has recommended a finding of unreasonableness with re- 
spect to rates on carload shipments of hogs from East St. Louis, 
Ill., to Oklahoma City, Okla. He said the Commission should 
find that the rates assailed had been and for the future would 
be unreasonable to the extent that they exceeded or might ex- 
ceed 50 and 51 cents on hogs in double deck and single deck 
carloads, respectively, and that complainant was entitled to rep- 
aration. Charges on shipments that moved in the period be- 
tween December 2, 1924, and November 18, 1925, were collected 
at the applicable rate of 60.5 cents. The rates recommended 
on the future are now in effect, having been established May 7, 
1927. 


RATE ON POWER SHOVEL 


Examiner F. A. Clifford has recommended dismissal of the 
complaint in No. 19234, Trenton Chamber of Commerce for 
United Clay Mines Corporation vs. Atlantic Coast Line et al., 
on a finding that a combination rate of $1.215 charged on one 
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power shovel, shipped from Toledo, O., to Crossley Station, Fla., 
August 27, 1925, was applicable. He found an overcharge of 
$1, that he said should be promptly refunded. 


RATE ON EGG CASES 


On a finding that the fourth class rate of 37.5 cents charged 
on set-up second-hand egg cases shipped from Chicago, IIl., to 
La Crosse, Wis., between January 8, 1924, and March 16, 1925, 
was applicable, Examiner B. E. Stillwell has recommended dis- 
missal of the complaint in No. 19327, Miller Rose Co. vs. Chi- 
cago & North Western. 


REPARATION ON COPPER WIRE 


An award of reparation has been recommended by Examiner 
Kenneth J. McAuliffe in No. 19214, Westchester Lighting Co. vs. 
New York, New Haven & Hartford, on a finding that the ap- 
plicable fourth class rate of 36.5 cents, charged on 26 carloads 
of copper wire shipped between June 24, 1924, and June 11, 1926, 
from Phillipsdale, R. I., to Mt. Vernon, N. Y., was unreason- 
able to the extent that it exceeded 22 cents. On December 6, 
1926, a 22-cent commodity rate was established on this traffic. 


REPARATION ON SCRAP IRON 


In No. 19256, Sam C. Webber vs. Nashville, Chattanooga & 
St. Leuis, Examiner P. F. Mackey has recommended an award 
of reparation on a finding that the applicable rate of $1.47, 
minimum 40,000 pounds, charged on 45 carloads of scrap iron 
shipped in the fall of 1925 from Richard City, Tenn., to Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., via an interstate route, was unreasonable to 
the extent that it exceeded $1, minimum 60,000 pounds, a sub- 
sequently established rate. 


OVERCHARGE ON OATS 


On a finding that a combination rate of 77 cents charged 
on a carload of oats from DeSmet, S. D., to Santa Monica, Calif., 
delivered in December, 1923, was inapplicable, and that the ap- 
plicable rate was 66 cents, Examiner R. J. Olentine, in No. 
19095, Globe Grain & Milling Co. vs. Chicago & North Western 
et al., has recommended direction for refund of $77, with interest. 


MILWAUKEE REORGANIZATION CASE 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The hearing was formally closed shortly after 3 o’clock on 
the afternoon of July 19. Some additional matter was submitted 
for the record in the form of exhibits and statements, counsel 
on both sides being in agreement as to the offering of the data. 

Mr. Swaine said the applicant was desirous of expediting 
the case and was willing that it be submitted on brief without 
oral argument before the Commission. Mr. Anderson, for the 
Jameson bondholders’ committee, would not agree to the case 
being submitted without oral argument. 

It was agreed that the applicant should have 30 days for 
filing of its brief, that 20 days thereafter should be allowed for 
the briefs of the interveners, and that 10 days thereafter should 
be allowed for filing of reply briefs by the applicant. 

Mr. Swaine asked that the oral argument be heard as soon 
as possible after the filing of the last briefs, stating that each 
day that the reorganization plan was not in effect was costing 
the Milwaukee property $2,000 a day in interest charges. 


Director Mahaffie said he would endeavor to arrange for 
oral argument before the Commission between September 20 
and the end of September. Mr. Anderson said that that would 
be agreeable to him. 


With the submission of a number of exhibits, the hearing 
before Charles D. Mahaffie, director of the bureau of finance 
of the Commission, on the application of the Chicago, Milwaukee, 
St. Paul & Pacific for authority to acquire the property of the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul and to issue securities to put 
into effect the reorganization plan, came to an end July 19. 

A statement by Robert T. Swaine, counsel for the applicant, 
to the effect that the exhibit containing matter objectionable 
to the Jameson bondholders’ committee would be revised made 
unnecessary a ruling by Director Mahaffie as to the admissibility 
of the exhibit. Certain parts of the testimony taken in the 
Commission’s investigation of the Milwaukee, referred to as 
the Cox investigation, and in the receivership proceedings in 
court, were stipulated into the record by agreement of counsel. 

Howard T. Page, certified public accountant, employed by 
the Jameson committee, was put on the stand in connection with 
submission for the record of a number of exhibits dealing with 
market prices of Milwaukee stock and bonds in specified periods 
and other financial aspects of the case. 

Daniel H. Grady, representing the attorney-general of Wis- 
consin, obtained permission to intervene in the proceeding and 
to have included in the record parts of the record in the Cox 
investigation relating to the Milwaukee’s contract for purchase 
of power with which the electrified part of the system is oper- 
ated. He indicated that the state of Wisconsin would attack 
the terms of this contract. Mr. Swaine said he regarded the 
testimony on that point irrelevant, but that he would not object. 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


An adjournment was taken at 11 o’clock until 3: o’clock to per- 
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mit counsel to reach agreements as to matter for the record. 


ABANDONMENT RECOMMENDED 


Examiner Thomas F. Sullivan, in finance docket No. 5808, 
abandonment of line by Ohio River & Western, has recommended 
the grant of a certificate permitting the abandonment of the ap- 
plicant’s narrow gauge line, which extends from Bellaire, O., to 
Zanesville, O. The road, with a gauge of 3 feet, is 110.47 miles 
long. The Baltimore & Ohio has a line between Bellaire and 
Zanesville which is 32 miles shorter than the line of the narrow 
gauge. The stock of the applicant, all but a few shares, is owned 
by the Pennsylvania Co., a holding corporation. The road was 
made up of a number of short lines built between 1879 and 1883. 
The balance sheet for the year ended December 31, 1926, shows 
a profit and loss debit balance of $1,433,361. The road owes a 
non-negotiable debt of $1,307,415 to the Pennsylvania and has, 
among its current liabilities, $324,000 of mature but unpaid 
interest. 

Not a town or village served by the applicant, the examiner 
said, protested the proposed abandonment. Protest was made by 
the commissioners of Monroe county, the Ohio State Highway 
Department, the Standard Slag Co., and the Standard Oil Co. 
The state and county officials and the slag company protested 
because of the assumed adverse effect abandonment would have 
upon road improvement plans. The oil company protested on ac- 
count of the increased cost of the distribution of its products 
from its plant at Caldwell, O., one of the stations on the road. 


On behalf of the Pennsylvania it was testified that its sub- 
sidiaries were ‘willing to buy and continue to operate the sec- 
tions between Bellaire and Woodsfield, O., and between Zanes- 
ville and Lawton, O., sections on which standard gauge equip- 
ment may be used. It was estimated that a population of 2,084 
would be left without direct railway service in the event of 
abandonment. Sullivan said the certificate of abandonment 
recommended by him should be subject to the usual condition, 
that the applicant sell the property at not less than the fair net 
salvage value to any one willing to operate any part or all of the 
line. 


PARCEL POST REGULATIONS 


Effective August 1, 1927, the weight limit applicable to 
parcel-post packages exchanged with Ascension, British Somali- 
land, Cameroons (British zone), Ceylon, Cyprus, Falkland 
Islands, Gambia, Gold Coast Colony, Kenya and Uganda, Malta, 
Mauritius, Nigeria, Nyasaland Protectorate, Palestine, St. 
Helena, Sierra Leone, Tanganyika Territory, Togoland (British), 
Turkey in Europe, and Zanzibar and Pemba, will be increased 
from 11 to 22 pounds; and the weight limit applicable to parcel- 
post packages exchanged with Aden, Afghanistan India (British), 
Iraq and Seychelles will be increased from 11 to 20 pounds, 
according to an announcement by W. Irving Glover, Second 
Assistant Postmaster General. Parcels weighing more than 11 
pounds, but not more than 22 pounds or 20 pounds, as the case 
may be, will be accepted for the countries mentioned when 
prepaid at the postage rate of 14 cents a pound or fraction of 
a pound in addition to specified transit charges ranging from 
$1.32 to $3.30. The announcement also sets forth observations 
and prohibitions peculiar to certain of the countries named. To 
many of the countries named, for example, parcels exceeding 11 
pounds in weight must not contain bullion, coin or jewelry. In 
some of the countries named parcels exceeding 11 pounds in 
weight will be received only at certain designated stations. The 
foregoing modifies the several items concerned appearing in the 
table on pages 240 to 263 and in the list shown on pages 264 to 
314 of the annual Postal Guide for 1926. Other announcements 
by Mr. Glover follow: 


Effective at once, the weight limit applicable to parcel-post pack- 
ages mailed in the United States addressed for delivery in French 
India, except Pondichery, will be reduced from 22 to 20 pounds. Par- 
cels destined for delivery in Pondichery may continue to be accepted 
up to the weight limit of 22 pounds, as heretofore. The above modi- 
_ A item ‘India (French)’’ on page 249 of the annual Postal Guide 
or 5 


The postal administration of Abyssinia has advised that parcels 
are being received in that country broken and in bad condition. As 
parcels for Abyssinia must be forwarded to the interior by caravans 
they should be very strongly packed. 

Arrangements have been entered into with Macao providing for 
the exchange of ordinary and registered parcels up to an increased 
weight limit of 22 pounds per parcel, effective August 1, 1927. 

ffective at once, the weight limit for parcel post packages ex- 
changed with Siam will be 22 pounds. The postage rate will con- 
tinue to be 14 cents a pound or fraction thereof and the transit 
charges will be 20 cents for each parcel not exceeding 11 pounds 
in weight and 35 cents for each parcel over 11 and up to the weight 
limit of 22 pounds. The item ‘‘Siam” on page 259 of the July, 1926, 
Postal Guide is modified accordingly. 

Effective at once, senders of parcel post packages exchanged 
between the United States and the Union of South Africa may seal 
such parcels with wax, lead seals, or otherwise. The above should 
be added to the item “Union of South Africa,” on page 312 and para- 
graph 70 on page 316 of the annual Postal Guide for 1926. 

The postal administration of Guatemala has advised that the 
name and address of the final consignee of parcels should be shown 
on the weegeers when parcels are addressed in care of banks. The 
foregoing should be added to the item ‘‘Guatemala,” appearing on 
page 289 of the annual Postal Guide for 1926. 
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NEW WHEAT BRAN BASIS 
The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


Flour and feed interests in Western Trunk Line territory 
_have asked the Commission to suspend tariffs, effective August 
1, which change the basis of proportional rates on wheat bran, 
chops, feed, middlings and shorts and linseed cake and meal. 
The proposed change is carried in Rule 360-K of supplement 
No. 43 to Boyd’s I. C. C. A-1644 and the issues of a large number 
of individual roads. 

The new rule says such commodities will be subject to 
“the direct tariff rate from point of origin to transit destination, 
on the commodity forwarded to the transit station, or on the 
commodity forwarded from the transit station, whichever is 
higher.” 

Protests were received July 20. Their arrival on that day 
left the employes of the Commission dealing with the subject 
only the minimum time allowed under the rules for the con- 
sideration of tariffs which protestants desired to be suspended. 
The tariffs brought in transit rules and regulations, thereby 
making the subject about as complex as possible. On the face 
of the tariffs and the protests, it appeared that the chief effect 
of the tariffs would be to apply the wheat rate on the by- 
products of wheat milling, from the transit point, when the 
grain moved on a proportional rate. At present wheat by-prod- 
ucts, as a rule, move on the corn rates, from the original point 
of origin to final destination, or on the by-products rates from 
transit points of origin, if the brain rate is the higher. 

Protests were received from the Minneapolis Traffic Asso- 
ciation, Kanasas City Chamber of Commerce, Feed Manufac- 
turers Committee of Kansas City, Omaha Grain Exchange, 
American Feed Manufacturers Association, the Southwestern 
Millers League, and the Merchants Exchange of St. Louis on 
behalf of feed and flour milling interests of St. Louis, East St. 
Louis and Alton. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


In I. and S. No. 2947, the Commission has suspended from 
July 15 until February 15, schedules as published in the follow- 
ing tariffs: Supplements No. 16 to joint tariff, B. T. Jones, 
agent, I. C. C. No. 1859; H. G. Toll, agent, I. C. C. No. 1180; 
Frank Van Ummersen, agent, I. C. C. No. 65; H. Wilson, agent, 
I, C. C. No. A-177, and the superseding issues of the above 
tariffs. The suspended schedules propose to increase the rates 
on potatoes from certain Montana points to southwestern points 
located in transcontinental territorial Groups D and E. The 
following is illustrative: 


Potatoes (including 
sweet potatoe), C. L. 
Rates in cents per 100 lbs. 


From Present Proposed 
Bozeman, Mont., to Fort Smith, Ark............... 104% 110 


In I. and S. No. 2948, the Commission has suspended from 
July 16 until February 16 schedules as published in the follow- 
ing tariffs: Charles S. Fay, agent: Supplement No. 15 to 
I. C. C. No. 7; A. C. Fonda, agent: Supplements Nos. 15 and 
16 to I. C. C. No. 190, I. C C. Nos. 236 and 237; J. H. Glenn, agent: 
Supplements Nos. 7 and 8 to I. C. C No A-608; J. E. Johanson, 
agent: Supplement No. 12 to I. C. C. No. 1869, and supplement 
No. 4 to I. C. C. No. 1917; and various schedules of individual 
lines. The suspended schedules propose to make certain 
changes in rates on cotton in interstate and foreign commerce 
and were published in compliance with the orders of the Com- 
mission in docket No. 14940, and related cases, 123 I. C. C. 685, 
or as collateral adustments. The orders of the Commission upon 
which said schedules are based have been temporarily enjoined 
by order of court. It is the opinion of the Commission that the 
effective date of said schedules, contained in said tariffs, should 
be postponed pending said hearing and decision thereon. (See 
Traffic World, July 16, “Shipside Cotton Rates.’) 


TENTATIVE VALUATION REPORTS 


The Hartford and New York Transportation Co., as of June 30, 
1918, total owned property, $1,731,168; total used proprety, $1,735,918. 

The Chicago River and Indiana Railroad Co., as of June 30, 1919, 
total owned property, $2,120,000; total used property, $2,831,120. 

Richmond Belt Railway (California), as of June 30, 1916, owned 
but not used property, $390,000. 

The New England Steamship Co., as of June 30, 1918, total owned 
property, $8,241,797; total used property, $8,400,980. 

Kentucky & Indiana Terminal Railroad Co., as of June 30, 1917, 
total owned property, $4,068,155; total used property, $4,103,277. 

Philadelphia, Bethlehem’ and New England Railroad Co., as of 
June 30 1917, total owned property, $1,815,000; total used property, 
2,537,345. 
3, The Minnesota Transfer Railway Co., as of June 30, 1919, total 
owned property, $4,260,000; total used property, $4,342,251. 

Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Railway Co., of Texas, as of June 
30, 1919, total owned property $6,744,673; total used property, $7,049,- 


673. 

The Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Railroad Co., as of June 30, 
1919, total owned property, $6,453,528; total used property, $6,146,500. 

Union Pacific Railroad Co., as of June 30, 1919, total owned 
property, $242,426,352; total used property, $242,064,968. On date of 
vaiuation the company had outstanding a total par value of $534,428,- 
250 in stocks and long-term debt, of which $222,291,600 represented 
common stock, $99,543,500 preferred stock, and $212,593,150 funded 
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debt. Investment in road and equipment, including land, on date of 
valuation, was stated in the carrier’s books as $331,860,798.46. With 
readjustments required by the Commission’s accounting examina- 
tion, this would be reduced to $33,539,063.35. Cost of reproduction 
new of total owned property, other than'‘land and material and 
supplies, was found to be $237,800,140, and less depreciation, $188,- 
737,820. Cost of reproduction new of total used property was found 
to be $237,565,156, and less depreciation, $188,786,405. The report stated 
that the company owned 128,754.37 acres of carrier land, the present 
value (valuation date) of which was found to be $33,346,525. It stated 
that the carrier owned and held for noncarrier purposes, 924,151.18 
*acres of lands, present value, as of valuation date, $6,586,708. It 
stated that the company owned and held for noncarrier purposes 
$357,807,048.59 and £3,000,000 par value of securities of and other 
wae in other companies, with a recorded book value of $355,- 

Sioux City (Ia.) Terminal Railway Co., as of June 30, 1918, total 
owned property, $157,741; total used property, $347,241. 

Skaneateles Railroad Co., as of June 30, 191%, owned and used 
property, $215,800. 

Indiana Harbor Belt Railroad Co., as of June 30, 1917, total owned 
property, $6,835,432; total used property, $7,462,130. 


FINAL VALUATION REPORTS 


Valuation Docket No. 309, Lake Tahoe Railway & Transporta- 
tion Co., opinion No. B-548, 125 I. C. C. 337-52, final value for rate- 
making purposes of the property owned and used for common car- 
rier purposes, found to be $365,453, and of property used but not 
owned, $12,497, as of June 30, 1917. 

Valuation Docket No. 844, Atlantic City & Shore Railroad Co. 
et al., opinion No. B-544, 125 I. C. C. 353-87, final value for rate- 
making purposes of the property of the Atlantic City & Shore owned 
and used for common carrier purposes found to be $386,181, and of 
property used but not owned, $964,000, as of June 30, 1916. Final 
value for rate-making purposes of the property of the Atlantic City 
& Ocean City Railroad Co., covered by the same report, owned but 
not used, leased to the Atlantic City & Shore, found to be $221,000, 
as of June 30, 1916. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


The Toledo & Cincinnati has applied for authority to build an 
extension from Hamilton Furnace to a point near Woodsdale, in 
Butler county, O., a distance of about 3 miles, and thence to the 
American Rolling Mills, a distance of a little over a mile. 

The Colorado & Southern and the Fort Worth & Denver City 
have applied for authority permitting the Colorado & Southern to 
acquire control by stock purchase, and the Fort Worth & Denver 
City, by lease of the Fort Worth & Denver South Plains. The Fort 
Worth & Denver South Plains ask authority to issue 2,000 shares 
of stock of which 1,991 shares are to be sold to the Colorado & 
Southern, and 9 shares to the directors of the applicant company. 
The Fort Worth & Denver South Plains is constructing a line from 
= to a point in Castro county, Tex., a distance of about 132 
muies. 

The Lake Erie & Fort Wayne Railroad Company has applied 
for authority to extend its line in Allen county, Ind., a distance of 
5,700 feet from the southwesterly terminus of its present line to a 
connection with the Wabash. It has also asked authority to increase 
its capital stock from $75,000 to $100,000 and to issue and sell $25,000 
par value of such stock together with $1,250 par value of its present 
—— capital stock. The proceeds will be used to build the ex- 
tension, 

The Mound City and Eastern Railway Company has applied for 
authority to construct a line of railroad from Mound City to Leola, 
S. D., a distance of 70 miles, to serve a large area of agricultural 
territory now without adequate railroad facilities. The applicant said 
its plan for financing the as construction would be through 
sale of approximately $250,000 of stock to local farmers and business 
residents, and from sale of bonds. 

The Louisville & Nashville has applied for authority to acquire 
a Branch line of railroad extending from Dressen to Liggett, Ky., 
from Culston to Yancey, Ky., and a branch spur, with a total mile- 
age of 7.54 miles. The tracks now belong to the Kentenia-Catron 
Corporation. The applicant has been maintaining and operating them. 

The Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washington Railroad Company 
has applied for authority to issue and deliver to the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company $3,822,000 of 4% per cent general mortgage gold 
Lew The Pennsylvania, as lessee, asked authority to guarantee the 
bonds. 

The Central Vermont has asked authority to sell $767,700 of 5 
per cent refunding mortgage gold bonds and-to issue and sell $1,394,000 
of such bonds in connection with partial settlement of indebtedness 
to the Canadian National Railways. 

The Tulsa, Wewoka and Southern Railway Company has applied 
for authority to build _a railroad from Tulsa to Ardmore, Okla., a 
distance of 220 miles. The applicant said the line would pass through 
territory not now adequately served by existing railroads. 

The New York Central has applied for authority to issue and sell 
$38,325,000 of capital stock. It proposes to offer the stock to its stock- 
holders at par. The basis of the proposed issue is for reimbursement 
of the treasury of the applicant for expenditures of $77,360,712.81 
from income. The proceeds from the sale of the stock will be used 
for construction, completion, extension and improvement of its fa- 
cilities, including acquisition of new equipment, and for other cor- 
porate purposes as required. The company has increased its author- 
ized capital stock from $400,000,000 to $500,000,000. 

The Bangor & Aroostook has applied for authority to issue 
29,360 shares of common capital stock, par value, $50 a share, for 
partial reimbursement of its treasury on account of money ex- 
pended from income not heretofore capitalized. Proceeds from the 
sale of the stock, which will be offered to the company’s stockholders 
at $60 a share, will be used to pay for 5 locomotives, 100 freight 
cars, improvement of yard facilties and other purposes. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASE 


The Commission has authorized the Marianna & Blountstown to 
acquire and operate a 14-mile. railroad in Calhoun county, Fla. The 
road extends from Blountstown to Scott’s Ferry. 

The Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific has been authorized to 
abandon 7 miles of branch line between Reasnor and Monroe, in 
Jasper county, Ia. 

The Southern Pacific has been authorized to issue and sell 
$5,786,000 of equipment trust certificates at 99.52 per cent of par 
and accrued dividends. 

The Atlanta & St. Andrews Bay Railway Company has been 
authorized to issue $63,113.53 of promissory notes in lieu of a like 
amount of notes heretofore issued. 

The Long Island has been authorized to issue and sell $3,765,000 
of equipment trust certificates at not less than 99.391 per cent of 
par and accrued dividends. 
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Coordinated Terminal Services 
Sixth of a Series of Fourteen Articles on This Subject, Written for The Traffic World by G. Lloyd 


Wilson, Ph.D., Assistant Professor of Commerce 


The Boston & Maine Railroad’s system of using motor trucks 
as substitutes for way freight trains includes the collection and 
direct delivery of freight by motor truck as well as the move- 
ment of the freight over the highways instead of over the rails. 
The service was installed July 1, 1925. Boston, Lowell and Law- 
rence, Massachusetts, were connected by this plan of motor- 
highway service. 

The substitution of motor for freight train service had been 
under consideration by officials of the Boston & Maine for a 
long time before the service was established. The plan of co- 
ordinating rail and motor facilities was designed to improve 
the service for the benefit of shippers and consignees, to make 
economies in operation possible for the benefit of the carrier, 
and to relieve street congestion in the interests of the general 
public in these cities. 

The motor service is managed by the Boston & Maine 
Transportation Company under a subsidiary company contract 
with the Boston & Maine Railroad to perform highway trans- 
portation service. The service in these New England cities 
unites into one transportation system the local line haul of the 
railroad with the pick-up and delivery service by motor vehicles 
and includes the all-motor highway service by the subsidiary 
company’s motor trucks between Boston and Lowell and be- 
tween Boston and Lawrence. This latter service was installed 
to take the place of the service offered by local service per- 
formed by way-freight or peddler trains. 


The motor trucks of the Boston & Maine Transportation 
Company pick up less-than-carload shipments of freight at ship- 
pers’ places of business in Boston, Lowell and Lawrence for 
any destination and deliver them directly to consignees in those 
cities. Goods shipped for other destinations not served by the 
carrier’s highway motor service are hauled to railroad freight 
stations and freight from other points of origin is delivered to 
consignees in these cities by the trucks of the Boston & Maine 
Transportation Company. The carrier assumes complete re- 
sponsibility as a common carrier for the goods. Instead of 
waiting for an arrival notice announcing that a shipment has 
arrived at the freight house and then arranging with a local 
trucking company to take care of it, consignees receive the 
merchandise directly from the freight stations of the railroad 
by motor and the goods sometimes arrive quicker than the, 
arrival notice could be delivered. 


The local cartage service within the cities is performed by 
local trucking firms, many of which have been in business for 
many years. The Boston & Maine has announced that its policy 
of using existing cartage facilities is to establish a system of 
rail and highway and rail services through joining together 
existing instrumentalities of transportation rather than to enter 
into competition with the motor carriers in these cities by estab- 
lishing its own local vehicular service. It was felt that this 
duplication of vehicies would result in increased costs and high- 
way congestion. The local trucking concerns are operating 
under the managing supervision and control of the Boston & 
Maine Transportation Company. 


The supervision and management of motor service by the 
Boston & Maine Transportation Company rather than by the 
railroad itself has been resorted to because of the experimental 
nature of the service. Boston & Maine officials have taken the 
position that highway motor service and through door-to-door 
service is still unproved by actual experience in this country. 
The management of the service requires a degree of flexibility 
and attention to new operating details, which experience is not 
yet available to the railroad. Motor truck service is intended 
primarily to render an improved and co-ordinated service that 
will commend itself to shippers. It is proposed to perform this 
service with combined line-haul and pick-up and delivery services 
without added expense to shippers or consignees. It will be 
necessary to determine by experiment and experience the proper 
relation between the motor truck and the freight train and to 
work out a fair standard of freight rates consistent with a com- 
plete service. 

Rate Arrangements 


The freight rates are based on four classes of transporta- 
tion service, as follows: 


1. Station to station without cartage service at either point of 
origin or destination. 

2. Station to station with cartage service at one end. 

3. Station to station with cartage service at each end. 

4. Cartage service within the cities of Boston, Lowell, and Law- 
rence. 


The rates are graded according to the volume of shipment 
decreasing per hundred pounds as the freight increases in quan- 
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tity in units of one hundred pounds. The rates are graded also 
by zones, so that for pick-up or delivery from or to points within 
the zones nearest to the railroad stations at each city the rates 
are lower than between the freight stations and the more dis- 
tant locations in those cities. A typical example of the applica- 
tion of the rates.is indicated in the following example: 

A shipment of 1,000 pounds or less of merchandise freight 
of any kind, except articles specifically excluded, moving from 
the Boston terminal of the carrier to its terminal at Lowell, 
Mass., is charged for at the rate of 20 cents a hundred pounds. 
The rate is 34 cents a hundred pounds for the movement of a 
shipment of the same goods from any point in the zone that 
includes downtown Boston to the interior zone at Lowell. These 
rates are then scaled down gradually in three steps—a lower 
rate for shipments weighing between 1,000 and 4,999 pounds, a 
still lower rate for consignments weighing from 5,000 to 9,999 
pounds, and a third and still lower basis of rates for shipments 
weighing 10,000 pounds or over. Officials of the Boston & Maine 
Transportataion Company say these rates are based on the 
results of a study of the actual costs of transportation. The 
continuance of these schedules depends on the experience of 
the company in operation. 

The rates charged for the various types of service mentioned 
were announced in a rate circular issued by the Boston & Maine 
Transportation Company July 1, 1925. The company announced 
in its circular that it was prepared to handle freight in any 
quantity, carloads or less than carloads, to or from its freight 
stations at Boston, Lowell or Lawrence, and also motor freight 
express service between Boston and Lowell or Lawrence. 

The rates are subject to change without notice and are not 
filed with the Commission. All shipments are subject to mini- 
mum charge in effect at shipping point and destination, as shown 
in Table No. 1. 

The rates shown in Table No. 1 do not apply to articles 
named in a list of exceptions embracing a long list of articles 
of unusual size or of great value, or articles of great bulk as 
compared to weight. All rates apply on weight of shipments 
shipped by one shipper to one consignee in one consignment. 
Local cartage rates are shown in Table No. 2. 


Restricted Articles 


The articles enumerated below are not handled at standard 
rates, rates being quoted only on request: 


Acid in carboys or demijohns; agricultural implements; ash sifters; 
baby carriages; baker’s ovens; bananas, not crated; baskets; billiard 
tables: biscuits in tins except when in boxes or crates; boats; boilers; 
bone black (lamp black); brick, loose; brooders; broom corn and 
broom stock; brooms (straight shipments); carpet felt; caskets and 
coffins; churns; coal facings; coal, coke or charcoal; comforters; 
cork; cotton, in bags; cotton batting and wadding; cotton linters; 
cream separators; culverts; doors, windows, door and window frames 
sashes, including skylights, ventilators, metal or wooden; dresse 
meats, unless properly protected; dynamos; eave troughing; electrical 
lamp bulbs; elevators (and parts thereof); excelsior; empty contain- 
ers; feathers; flax and fibre; frames and moudings (picture and 
mirror); furnaces (and parts thereof); furniture, including clothes 
lockers, metal or wooden; garden utensils; generators; glass in pack- 
ages exceeding 5 feet in length or height; glass globes or shades; 
hats and caps; heaters, electric; heating and cooking appliances, 
electrical; hides or skins; household goods or settlers effects; ice 
cream cones; incubators; iron and steel products, exceeding 20 feet in 
length; iron farm gates; joiners’ work, flooring and ladders; lamp 
black; lamp bulbs, electric; lamp chimneys; leather, loose; lumber, 
loose; machines and machinery (all kinds); marble and slate slabs; 
matzos biscuit; matzos meal; meters, all kinds; millinery goods; 
moss; motors; musical instruments and parts thereof; organs;. paper 
scrap in bags or bales; pianos; pictures; pipe covering; pipe, sheet 
iron or steel or tin, including elbows; pipe, wrought or cast iron, ex- 
ceeding 4 inches in diameter, plumbers’ goods consisting of basins, 
bowls, closet tanks, sinks, tubs (bath or laundry), urinals;. popped 
corn; portable buildings; rags; safes and vault doors; scales; scrap, 
metal, paper, rubber or bone; screens, door and window; sea grass; 
sheet metal work consisting of eaves, troughs, cornices, moulding 
and ornaments; show cases; signs, other than electrical, not boxed 
or exceeding 5 feet in height or length; signs, electrical; statues and 
statuary; store and office furniture and fittings; stoves (and parts); 
sweepings, wool, hair, shoddy, mill and cotton; switchboards; tires, 
automobiles; toys; transformers; trunks (empty or full); vehicles, 
automobiles, motor cycles, trucks, bicycles, and parts thereof; wash- 
ing machines; waste, cotton or wool; willow reeds; woodenware; 
wool, in bags. 

Boston Zone Limits 


Zone No. 1 in Boston begins in South Boston at but not 
including Commonwealth Pier and includes a territory bounded 
by Viaduct Street, West Fourth Street, Dover Street, Tremont 
Street, Montgomery Street, and Columbus Avenue. 

Zone No. 1 in Cambridge starts at Massachusetts Avenue 
across the Charles River and is bounded by Esplanade Street, 
Endicott Street, Vassar Street, Massachusetts Avenue, Albany 
Street, Pacific Street, Sydney Street, Franklin Street, Hancock 
Street and Maple Avenue. 
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Zone No. 1 in Somerville is bounded by Cambridge Street, 
Beacon Street, Park Street, Somerville Avenue, Central Street, 
Highland Street, Sycamore Street, Bond Street, Jacques Street 
and Temple Street. 

Zone No. 1 also includes the territory bounded by Mystic 
Avenue, North, including Melrose Street to the Mystic River, 
thence to Everett, Mass., including the district known as South 
Everett, which is bounded by the Malden, Mystic and End 
Rivers, as far as the Boston & Maine Station at Everett, Mass. 

The outside bounds of Zone No. 1 are the inside bounds of 
Zone No. 2, which start at and include Commonwealth Pier, 
South Boston, and the rest of South Boston not included in 
Zone No. 1; then, starting at a point on Harbor Front or Stand- 
way, to Columbia Road, Dudley Street and Columbia Square. 

Zone No. 2 in Brookline is the territory bounded by Fern- 
wood Road, Brookline Avenue, Longwood Avenue, Kent Street 
and Aspinwall Avenue. 

Zone No. 2 in Brighton extends as far as Harvard Avenue. 

Zone No. 2 in Cambridge is the territory not included by 
Zone No. 1 and is bounded by Charles River Road, Sparks Street, 
Huron Street, Raymond Street, Pemberton Road, Gourney Street 
and Harvey Street. 

Zone No. 2 includes the territory in Somerville within Mas- 
sachusetts Avenue, Clarendon Street, Broadway to Powder 
House Square and Walker Street. 

The same zone in Medford includes the area bounded by 
Main Street, Hancock Street, Mystic Street, Melrose Street, 
Fellsway Street to Wellington Street, Riverside Street, Pem- 
broke Street and Central Avenue. ; 

In Malden Zone No. 2 includes the district bounded by Med- 
ford Street, Cross Street and Hancock Street. 

Zone No. 3 in Everett includes the area within High Street, 
Nichols Street and Arlington Street. 

In Chelsea the zone includes the district as far as Wash- 
ington Street and Webster Avenue to the Chelsea River. 

Zone No. 3 starts at the Charles River Road, at the corner 
of Sparks Street, Cambridge, and follows the Charles River to 
Watertown station, including the territory north to Arlington 
Station, east to Medford Station, northeast to Oak Grove Sta- 
tion, east to Linden Station, southeast to Revere Beach Park- 
way, and south to Water Front through Orient Heights. 

The inside bounds of Zone No. 3 are the outside boundaries 
of Zone No. 2, except that the most southern point starts in 
Cambridge. 

This zone includes the whole or a part of the following 
cities or towns: Watertown, Belmont, Arlington, Somerville, 
Medford, Malden, Everett, East Boston, Revere, and Chelsea, 
Mass. 

Lowell Zone Boundaries 


Zone No. 1 in Lowell includes the entire business and com- 
mercial districts of the city, bounded as follows: Starting at 
the southeast side of Merrimac River at High Street, to Park 
Avenue, west to Concord River; from Concord River west to 


Table No. 1 


BOSTON AND MAINE TRANSPORTATION COMPANY 
THROUGH DELIVERY RATES PER ONE HUNDRED POUNDS 


From 
To and and to Lowell and Lawrence, Mass. 
from Boston, Mass. Ter- vA Zone Zone 
Shipments under 1,000 Ibs. minal q No. 2 
Terminal as $0. $0.31 
of 34 41 


49 
54 


Zone 3 
Shipme ts of 1,000 to 4,999 Ibs. 


Terminal 


Shipments of 5,000 to 9,999 lbs. 
Terminal 


Shipments of 10,000 lbs. or over 
9 errr. ws 


the southern end of Stevens Street, passing south side of Edsom 
Cemetery, Westlawn Cemetery and Chelmsford State Hospital, 
and within the following boundary streets: Stevens Street, 
Wedge Street, Wedge Road, Westford Street, Dartmouth Street, 
Burnside Street, Middlesex Street, Pawtucket Street, school 
across the bridge, Varnun Avenue, Brookside Street, Woodward 
Street, Paul Street, West Fifth Street, Courtland Street, Adams 
Avenue, Hammond Road, Sixth Avenue, Emery Avenue, Conduit 
Avenue, Beaudry Street, Fisher Street, Hildreth Street, Bridge 
Street to starting point. 
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Zone No. 2 in Lowell includes points not over 114 miles 
from boundaries of Zone No. 1. 

Zone No. 3 in Lowell includes all points over 1% miles but 
not over 3 miles from boundaries of Zone No. 1. 


Zone Boundaries in Lawrence 


Zone No. 1 in Lawrence includes the entire business and 
commercial district of the city, starting south of the Merrimac 
River at North Andover Depot and bounded by the following 
streets: Sutton Street, High Street, Elm Street, Green Street, 
Parish Road, Chickering Street, South Street, .Mt. Vernon 
Street, Beacon Street, Eaton Street and Wolcott Street. 

The line then crosses the Merrimac River to the point where 
Doyle Street enters Church Street and includes the district 
within: Doyle Street, School Street, Bodwell Street, Milton 
Street, Lowell Street, Margin Street, May Street, Currant Hill 


Table No. 2 


BOSTON AND MAINE TRANSPORTATION COMPANY 


LOCAL CARTAGE OR STORE-DOOR DELIVERY RATES TO 
AND FROM TERMINALS AT BOSTON, LOWELL, LAWRENCE 


a RATES PER ONE HUNDRED POUNDS 
Boston, Zone 1 
Boston, Zone 2 
Boston, Zone 3 
Lawrence, Zone 1 
Lawrence, Zone 2 
Lowell, Zone 1 
Lowell, Zone 2 
Lowell, Zone 3 


(1) From and to. (2) Minimum charge. (3) Shipments of Less 
than 1,000 lbs. (4) Shipments of 1,000 to 4,999 lbs. (5) Shipments 
of 5,000 to 9,999 Ibs. (6) 10,000 lbs. or over. 





Road, Oakland Street, Broadway, Brown Street, Lawrence 
Street, Sunset Avenue, Berkeley Street and East Haverhill 
Street. From here the line runs from Marston to the north- 
east side of the gas works at Lawrence and across the river to 
the starting point. 

Zone No. 2, the only zone besides Zone No. 1 in Lawrence, 
includes all points not over 1% miles from, boundaries of Zone 
No. 1. 

Cartage Contractors 


The Frost Forwarding and Transfer Company has con- 
tracted with the Boston & Maine Transportation Company for 
the “door-to-door” service in Boston. The line-haul service by 
motor truck between the cities is performed by Stone’s Express 
Company and the Massachusetts Motor Trucking and Garage 
Company. The local operations at Lowell and Lawrence are 
performed by several local cartage contractors. Other trucking 
firms already established are to be brought into the plan eventu- 
ally, the Boston & Maine says, as the service is extended to 
other cities and principal towns on the Boston & Maine Railroad. 


Equipment 


Motor trucks are used, for the most part, but horse-drawn 
vehicles have some part in the coordinated freight service. 
There is some local work in each city that the contracting com- 
panies believe can be performed to better advantage by teams 
than by trucks. The effect of the plan will be to reduce ma- 
terially the truck and team movements in each city. 


The motor transportation company has set up traffic solicita- 
tion and operating organizations that are separate and distinct 
from the corresponding departments of the railroad, with head- 
quarters in Charlestown. The entire service of the Boston & 
Maine Transportation Company and the contract carters is under 
the supervision of a superintendent of trucking of the controlling 
carrier. 


The development of the motor truck line haul and door-to- 
door service of the Boston & Maine is interesting and instruc- 
tive to students of railroad and automotive transportation be- 
cause it is one of the most important experiments in store-door 
delivery and pick-up service in connection with railroad service 
that has been set up since the abandonment of the older system 
of store-door delivery by the Pennsylvania and Baltimore & Ohio 
railroads, in Baltimore and Washington. This service will be 
discussed in a later article. 


CANADIAN BOARD ORDERS 


The Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada has issued 
an order approving the Sydney & Louisberg’s standard freight 
tariff C. R. C. No. 19. 

The board has ordered that the proposed cancellation of 
rates on hardwood sawdust, published in item 130-A, of the 
Canadian Pacific’s supplement 36 to tariff C. R. C. No. W-2793, 
and page five of Canadian National’s supplement five to tariff 
C. R. C. No. W-445 be suspended pending negotiations for a 
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reasonable rate or a hearing by the board, if necessary. The 
applicant for the order was the Swift Canadian Company, Lim- 
ited, of Toronto. 

The board has ordered that item 674-D, in supplement No. 
59 to Canadian National tariff C. R. C. No E-875, covering switch- 
ing service at stations on that railway, be suspended, pending 
hearing. The applicant was McCall Brothers, Limited, Toronto. 

The Alberta Railway and Navigation Company has been 
authorized to open for the carriage of traffic its Cardston North- 
westerly branch from Cardston to Glenwoodville, 28.2 miles. 

The Canadian National Express Department is authorized to 
make effective, July 2, supplement 13 to tariff C. R. C. 95, for 
the purpose of reestablishing a rate of $1.50 on fish from Faust 
to Edmonton. Through clerical error the rate had been pub- 
lished as $1.15. 

The board has approved the tariffs of tolls filed by the 
Canadian Pacific, Quebec Oriental, and Atlantic, Quebec & 
Western, under section 9 of the maritime freight rates act, 1927. 


CANADIAN-AUSTRALIA SERVICE 

A new cargo service between Canadian ports and Australia 
is to be begun this month by the Trans-Atlantic Steamship 
Company of Gothenburg, says a report to the Department of 
Commerce from Trade Commissioner E. C. Squire, Sydney, 
Australia. There will be regular monthly sailings. The Trans- 
Atlantic S. S. Co. has for some time maintained a monthly 
service from Pacific coast ports of the United States, extending 
from Puget Sound to Los Angeles. Vessels in the new service 
will call at north Pacific ports, between Columbia River and 
Vancouver inclusive. Motor ships and oil burning steamers will 
be placed in the trade between Vancouver and Brisbane, Sydney, 
Melbourne, and Adelaide, in order to maintain a quick service. 
Cargo for Sydney will be available for delivery within 30 days 
after despatch from Vancouver. 


TRAFIC EDUCATION 


Editor The Traffic World: 

As a traffic manager located in New England, I cannot let 
Mr. Chase’s letter, published in the July 9 Traffic World, go 
by without some comment. 

As I read this letter, it seems that Mr. Chase is no doubt 
right in some things, as there may be a few traffic men in 
New England who “cover up,” so he states, but I do not agree 
with him when he says “it is deplorable the kind of men hold- 
ing down. traffic managers’ positions in New England.” I do 
know that there are many traffic managers in New England 
who are worthy of their title and are considered some of the 
best in this good country of ours. 

With reference to a traffic man educating himself along 
his line, I believe that there are plenty of opportunities 
to study and improve himself and, if a check were made, you 
would find most of them pretty well trained in traffic matters. 

I cannot see why Mr. Chase should “greatly fear always 
must for these men,” as it might be if a bill was passed to have 
men now employed as traffic managers obtain a license to 
praetice this profession, it possibly would be a surprise to the 
party, who believes he should carry the worries of others, if 
he was on the outside after such examination. 

So, in closing, let me say I believe it would be well for Mr. 
Chase to get acquainted with some of the real traffic managers 
located in New England before he takes it upon himself to 
condemn them all, because, no matter how good a man may 
be, you can always find one to take his place regardless of his 
profession. 

Rolls-Royce of America, Inc., 
H. L. Robinson, Traffic Manager. 
Springfield, Mass., July 15, 1927. ; 





Editor The Traffic World: 

While somewhat averse to publicly participating in a con- 
troversial question, I cannot refrain from expressing my disgust 
at the general condemnation of the New England industrial 
traffic managers recited by Richard D. Chase, of Medway, Mass., 
in his letter to you, appearing in last week’s issue of The 
Traffic World. I think I have every right to challenge his 
statement, for, while in our profession—as in others—there may 
be those not keeping in step with the procession, I believe it 
is pretty freely conceded by our colleagues throughout the 
country that the New England industrial traffic men measure 
up very well with those elsewhere. 

The study that I have made has taught me that from the 
time the industrial traffic manager was first created, New Eng- 
land has produced as able and competent experts in the line 
of industrial traffic as anywhere else in the country, and I 
believe others will support my assertion that we have here in 
New England today as eminent industrial traffic-men who have 
devoted their entire commercial life to handling traffic problems 
as may be found throughout the length and breadth of the land. 
I have only to mention to those who have read Mr. Chase’s 
statement, and may read this reply, the names of Day, Baldwin, 
Graham, Dowd, Burke, Poteet, Lane, Phillips, Atwater, Taylor, 
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Russell and many, many others who have gained prominence 
in the affairs of our profession and in traffic organization circles, 
to entirely erase the implication that the conditions here in 
New England are so deplorable as Mr Chase would like every- 
one to believe 

Moreover, the executives in charge of New England indus- 
try were not all born yesterday. They have been pretty suc- 
cessful, and it is hardly complimentary to that group of worthy 
gentlemen to portray them as being so easily led astray and 
foozled 

William P. Libby, Traffic Manager, 
Plymouth Cordage Co. 
N. Plymouth, Mass., July 18, 1927. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


The defendant in No. 17241, Jacob E. Decker & Sons vs. 
Chicago & North Western, has asked for reargument before 
and reconsideration by the Commission. 

The complainant in No. 19011, the Nestle’s Food Co., Inc., 
vs. Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie et al., and No. 
19063, the Nestle’s Food Co., Inc., vs. Pennsylvania et al., has 
asked for reopening of the cases. 

The defendants in No. 16230, Ogden Grain Exchange vs. 
Arizona Eastern et al., have asked the Commission for rear- 
gument before and reconsideration by entire Commission and/or 
consolidation with Docket 17000, Part 7, Grain and Grain Prod- 
ucts, Rate Structure Investigation, and for extension of effec- 
tive date of order of Division 2. 

The complainant in No. 17791, Union Gas & Electric Co. 
vs. Chesapeake & Ohio, has asked for reopening and con- 
sideration by the Commission on the record as made. 

The Manila & Southwestern has petitioned the Commission 
to dismiss it as a party defendant to I. & S. 11, The Tap Line 
Case, 23 I. C. C. 549 and 31 I. C. C. 490, and relieved from the 
force and effect of the orders of the Commission therein. 

The defendants in No. 16124, Acme Brick Co. vs. Alabama & 
Vicksburg et al., have asked the Commission to modify its order 
entered herein to the end that the effective date of such order 
be postponed, to become effective concurrently with the orders of 
the Commission heretofore entered in Consolidated Southwestern 
Cases, 123 I.-C. C. 2038. 

The protestants in I. and S. 2897, newsprint paper from 
points in Ontario and Quebec, Canada, to Nashville, Tenn., have 
asked that the issues therein be broadened by reopening and 
consolidating with No. 15258, Knoxville Traffic Bureau vs. C. P. 


POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 


WANT POSITION—Plenty work and responsibility where wide 
knowledge traffic game necessary. Have eight years’ experience on 
following positions, agent, revision and quotation rate clerk, chief 
clerk, traffic manager, large steel corporation; age 26; salary $200. 
Address I. R. A. 46, care Traffic World, Chicago, Ill. 


POSITION WANTED—Traffic manager, fully conversant all 
branches freight traffic; twelve years’ railroad and industrial ex- 
perience; student of industrial engineering and economics. Ad- 
dress X Y Z 38, care Traffic World, Chicago, Ill. 


POSITION WANTED—Young man with ten years’ experience 
in local ‘and general freight offices, desires position in industrial 
traffic department; experienced in rates, claims, tracing, transit, 
ete., and is now studying a course in traffic. Address L. E. M. 40, 
care Traffic World, Chicago, III. 




















FOR SALE—I. C. C. reports, vols. 48 to 109; two Cook, seven- 
rack tariff files with drawers and bases; one 80 and one 39-drawer 
tariff files. Address T. A. A. 44, care Traffic World, Chicago, Il. 
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Ry.; I. and S. 1726, paper and paper articles from Canada and 
New England; I. and S. 1556, newsprint paper from Canada 
to Nashville; I. and S. 2574, newsprint paper from eastern Can- 
ada; I. and S. 2897, newsprint paper from points in Ontario 
and Quebec, Can., to Nashville, Tenn.; No. 17172, Lynchburg 
Chamber of Commerce vs. B. & A.; and No. 16443, Birmingham 
News Co. vs. A. B. & A. (already reopened). 

The defendants in No. 18718, American Window Glass Co. 
vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., have asked the Commission to grant 
a supplemental hearing therein. 

The defendant, Reader Railroad, has asked the Commission 
to reopen No. 17898, Smitherman & McDonald, Inc., et al. vs. 
Mansfield Hardwood Lumber Co. et al., in order that it may 
have before it all facts required for the determination of the 
issues finally submitted. 

The complaint in No. 15826, Victor Milling Co. vs. Missouri 
Pacific et al., has asked the Commission to reopen the pro- 
ceeding for further consideration. 


MEN IN TRANSPORTATION 





Progress has been made in recent years in the direction 
of getting carriers and shippers to adjust differences that arise 
between them by means of informal conferences. One of the 





WILLIAM P. BARTEL 


agencies contributing to settlement of disputes by that method, 
rather than by formal litigation with its attendant expense and 
delay, is the bureau of service of the Commission. 

Under the supervision of William P. Bartel, director of the 
bureau, fifteen service agents of the Commission are in the field 
bringing shipper and carrier representatives together on com- 
plaints with respect to service and cooperating with shippers 
and the railroads to obtain improved service. The headquarters 
of these agents are in New York, Chicago, Detroit, Cincinnati, 
Buffalo, Boston, St. Louis, Minneapolis, Dallas, New Orleans, 
Jacksonville, Fla., Denver, Portland, Ore., San Francisco, and 
Washington. 

Each of the service agents has a designated territory to 
cover. Any complaint of a local nature is taken up by the 
agent with the carrier, a conference is called when that is 
necessary and a Satisfactory adjustment of whatever caused 
the complaint is usually made within a brief period. Complaints 
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handled in this way relate to the furnishing of cars, Switching 
service, train service, etc. Live stock shippers of the Vicinity 
of Platteville, Wis., recently made complaint as to the time 
involved in the transportation of live stock to the Chicago 
market. Through one of the bureau’s service agents, the ship. 
pers and carriers involved were brought together, with the 
result that the time of transit was reduced approximately 24 
hours. This is an illustration of the work done by the bureay’s 
service agents, according to Director Bartel. 

The bureau’s service agents check the movement of empty 
refrigerator cars, urge consignees to unload refrigerator cars 
and the carriers to get the cars back to origin territory as 
promptly as possible. One of the service agents originated the 
suggestion that developed into the so-called California grape-car 
plan. 

An important part of the work of the bureau of service has 
to do with the formulation of regulations governing the ship. 
ment of explosives and dangerous articles. Quarterly hearings 
are held to consider changes, additions and modifications of 
these regulations. 

Mr. Bartel will preside at the hearings in No. 17801, rules 
for car-hire settlement, the first of which will be held at Chi- 
cago, July 26. This proceeding was instituted by the Commis. 
sion on petition of the American Short Line Railroad Association 
asking for a general investigation of rules for car-hire settle. 
ment. 


Born in La Crosse, Wis., the home of -Chairman Esch, Mr. 
Bartel came to the Commission as a clerk in 1906. In the 
twenty-one years he has been with the Commission, he has 
served in various capacities. He was assistant chief of the 
division handling informal cases. Later he became secretary 
to Commissioner Edgar E. Clark. He served as examiner on the 
staffs of Commissioners George W. Anderson and Clyde B. 
Aitchison. He became assistant chief examiner July 1, 1920, 
and on October 20, 1920, he was appointed assistant director 
of the bureau of service. He became director of the bureau 
April 1, 1923. He is a graduate of the Georgetown University 
law school. 





Loss and Damage Decisions 


Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 
System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright by West Publishing Co.) 





LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS 


(Supreme Court of New Jersey.) Overruling question as to 
value to plaintiff of model constructed by him for exhibition 
under a contract was not prejudicial to him, in action against 
express company for damages in shipment, where evidence 
showed cost of constructing the model and amount of his loss 
under the exhibition contract.—Cordery vs. American Ry. Ex- 
press Co., 187 Atl. Rep. 719. 

Overruling question as to value to plaintiff of part of model 
constructed by him for exhibition under a contract, was not 
prejudicial to him, in action against express company for dam- 
ages thereto in shipment, where plaintiff testified as to cost of 
reproduction.—Ibid. 

Excluding question as to cost of returning model to shops 
was error, in action against express company for damages 
thereto in shipment, where it was necessary to make the returm 
for repairs.—lIbid. 

In action against express company for damages in shipment, 
to model, excluding question as to necessity of returning model 
to shops, if it had not been damaged, was error, where cost of 
returning it was claimed as element of damage.—lIbid. 

In action against carrier for damages to model in shipment, 
of which the claimant had a made a reproduction, with certain 
changes, excluding questions as to the cost of the changes was 
error—Ibid. : 

In action against carrier for damages to a model in ship 
ment, instructions limiting recovery to lost goods and moneys 
expended in making repairs and hiring necessary help were 
erroneous, since claimant was entitled to cost of restoring the 
model to original condition at his shops, including transportation 
and loss on exhibition contract resulting from the injury, though 
he was not entitled to recover for changes in second model, 
wherein it differed from the first.—Ibid. 

The Supreme Court would not review alleged error in re 
fusing to charge requests, where no exceptions were taken.— 
Ibid. ; 

That the verdict is against the weight of the evidence }§ 
not a proper ground of appeal.—Ibid. ; 

(Supréme Court of Michigan.) Where carrier through mls 
take, delivered shipment, billed to shipper’s order, notify par- 
ticular broker, to purchaser from broker without surrender 0 
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HERE IS 
Real Traffic Service 


1. A staff of practical and legal traffic experts at 
your call for consultation on any matter that 
may bob up in your office at any time. 


2. A running report of progress in any matter 
before any government body in which you may 
be interested. This includes formal and informal 
complaints before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, matters before the Federal Trade 
Commission, bills in Congress and similar 
matters. 


8. A careful watch kept and a report made on any 
development in any specific rate in which you 
are apprehensive that a change may be 
attempted. 


4. A place where you may obtain without charge 
single copies of any document issued by any gov- 
ernment department. This includes reports and 
tentative reports of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and similar documents. 


5. An office in the city of Washington where you 


will be furnished with facilities for transacting 
your business whenever you happen to be there. 


NO, THIS SERVICE 
IS NOT EXPENSIVE 


As a matter of fact it is 
part of every subscrip- 
tion for the 


DAILY 


TRAFFIC “BULLETIN — 


which is, in itself the most com- 
plete and prompt traffic news 
service available. 


Let us send you a series of sam- 
ples and detailed information. 


The Traffic Service Corporation 
418 So. Market St, Chicago, Ill. 
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bill of lading, it was entitled, after making good to shipper, to 
recover of purchaser, who took with notice of outstanding bill 
of lading with unpaid draft attached.—In re Hayes Mfg. Co., 
214 N. W. Rep. 102. 

Demand before suit by carrier to recover value of shipment 
delivered through mistake to one not a bona fide purchaser is 
not necessary.—Ibid. 

In carrier’s action to recover value of shipment mistakenly 
delivered without surrender of bill of lading to one not a bona 
fide purchaser, defendant held entitled to credit for amount of 
freight charges paid.—Ibid. 

(Supreme Court of Michigan.) Action against carrier for 
damage to interstate shipment of beans in transit, not brought 
within two years and a day after cause of action accrued, held 
barred by provision in bill of lading that action must be brought 
within two years.—Hankins vs. Payne, agent, et al., 214 N. W. 
Rep. 99. 

Where shipment of freight is interstate, federal decisions 
govern in determining whether action for damage is barred by 
provisions in bill of lading.—Ibid. 

Agreed limitation in bill of lading covering interstate ship- 
ment, providing that action for damage in transit must be 
brought within two years, held valid, and not invalidated by 
transportation act of 1920 (41 Stat. 456).—Ibid. 

Notice is not condition precedent to right of action against 
garrier for damage in transit due to carrier’s carelessness, since 
it is assumed that carrier is aware of its own fault.—Ibid. 

Two-year limitation in bill of lading for bringing suit against 
carrer for damage in transit to shipment held not extended by 
shipper’s filing claim for damage within four months, such 
notice of damage not being required.—lIbid. 

(Supreme Court of Arkansas.) In action against connecting 
carrier for failure to deliver case of gingham, issue whether car- 
rier in fact delivered case in controversy to consignee’s agent 
held for jury, where station agent had admitted non-delivery.— 
Louisiana & N. W. Ry. Co. vs. J. P. Machen & Co., 294 S. W. 
Rep. 714. 

Consignee suing for non-delivery of shipment, who proved 
by preponderance of evidence that goods in controversy were 
delivered to connecting carrier, was entitled to recover from 
such connecting carrier if it failed to make delivery.—lIbid. 

In action against carrier for non-delivery of gingham con- 
tained in case bearing definite number, instruction referring to 
“goods in controversy” held not erroneous as misleadinng.—Ibid. 

In action against carrier for non-delivery of goods, instruc- 
tion that receipted freight bill was only prima facie evidence 
of delivery, and that jury might nevertheless find for plaintiff 
if goods were in fact not delivered, held not erroneous.—Ibid. 

Instructions prayed for by appellee and granted must be 
considered in connection with instructions granted in behalf of 
appellant to determine whether case was correctly submitted.— 
Ibid. 

In action against carrier for non-delivery, statements of sta- 
tion agent that shipment had not been received and that goods 
were not delivered held admissible as statements made within 
line of duty and scope of agent’s authority, without proof of 
agent’s control over receipt and delivery of freight.—Ibid. 


Miscellaneous Decisions 
Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
ers and Digests of National Reporter 


(Digests taken from Report 
System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright by West Publishing Co.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIER 


(District Court, D., Connecticut.) Pub. Acts Conn. 1925, c. 
254, pt. 2, requiring interstate carriers of passengers by motor 
bus to pay an annual excise tax of one cent per mile for the 
total number of miles of highway in the state over which its 
vehicles operate, held not to impose an unlawful burden on 
interstate commerce, in violation of the commerce clause of 
the Constitution, but a valid exercise of the taxing power of the 
state to exact compensation for the use and wear of its highways 
and contribution to their upkeep.—Interstate Busses Corporation 
vs. Blodgett, State Tax Com’r of Connecticut, et al., 19 Fed. 
Rep. (2d) 256. 

A state has power to exercise a reasonable discretion in 
providing different methods of taxation for use of its highways 
by intrastate and interstate carriers of passengers by motor bus, 
provided the classification is reasonable, as where the intrastate 
carriers are subjected to a comprehensive system of regulation 
ar licensing, which is not applied to interstate operators.— 

id. 

That the United States government, under the federal high- 
way aid legislation, has aided in construction of highways within 
a state, does not deprive the state of power to impose an excise 
tax for use of such highways in interstate commerce.—lIbid. 
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Courts may not revise the system of taxation of states to 
secure a more just distribution of the burdens.—Ibid. 

(Supreme Court of Appeals of West Virginia.) The writ of 
“certiorari,” under sections 2 and 3 of chapter 110, Code, lieg 
only to review judicial or quasi judicial actions of an inferior 
board or tribunal.—Quesenberry et al. vs. State Road Commis- 
sion et al., 1388 S. E. Rep. 362. 

The awarding by the state road commission of certificates 
of convenience and necessity to operate bus lines between fixed 
termini over a state road, to two rival applicants for the cer. 
tificate, under chapter 17, Acts 1925, is non-judicial, where no 
property right of either, or of any other person, is affected di- 
rectly or indirectly, and such award cannot be reviewed by writ 
of certiorari.—lIbid. 

Under Code, c. 110, secs. 2, 3, “certiorari” is extraordinary 
remedy resorted to for supplying defect of justice in cases 
obviously entitled to redress and yet unprovided for by ordinary 
forms of procedure.—Ibid. 

(Court of Civil Appeals of Texas, Fort Worth.) Under the 
provisions of the commerce clause of Const. U. S., art. 1, sec, 
8, railway companies may be regulated by Congress if they en- 
gage in interstate commerce, even though they may also carry 
on intrastate commerce.—Missouri-Kansas-Texas R. Co. of Texas 
vs. Mars et al., 294 S. W. Rep. 941. 

Claim on judgment held against a railroad for damages for 
delay and rough usage in cattle shipment held within Rev. St. 
1925, art. 6422, providing that, in case of a sale of the property 
and franchises of a railroad company to purchasers who form 
a corporation, such property should be charged with all subsist- 
ing liabilities of the sold-out company or its receiver.—Ibid. 

In an action brought under Rev. St. 1925, art. 6422, against 
the purchasers of a railroad to recover the amount of a judgment 
for damages to a cattle shipment obtained against the sold-out 
railroad company, held that the plaintiff must alleged and prove 
permission from the Interstate Commerce Commission, under 
the federal interstate commerce act, sec. 20-a, subds. 2, 11, added 
by transportation act 1920 (U. S. Corp. St., sec. 8592a), to assume 
bl obligations or liabilities of the sold-out railroad company.— 

Rev. St. 1925, art. 6422, providing that the property and 
franchises of a railroad company sold to purchasers forming a 
corporation shall be subject to the payment of subsisting liabili- 
ties against the sold-out company, held Imited by the interstate 
commerce act, sec. 20-a, subds. 2, 11, added by transportation 
act 1920 (U. S. Comp. St., sec. 8592a), forbidding the assumpfion 
of the liabilities of any other person by a carrier without an 
order of the Interstate Commerce Commission, so that the pur- 
chasers of a railroad were not liable for a judgment obtained 
against the carrier for damages to a cattle shipment without 
such order having been obtained.—Ibid. 

In an action brought against purchasers of a railroad, under 
Rev. St. 1925, art. 6422, providing that in case of the sale of 
the franchises and property of a railroad such property should 
be subject to the debts of the sold-out corporation, it will not 
be presumed that necessary order was obtained from the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, under interstate commerce act, 
sec. 20-a, subds. 2, 11, added by transportation act 1920 (U. S. 
Comp. St., sec. 8592a), permitting the purchasers to assume the 
liability of the sold-out corporation for a claim held against the 
railroad on a judgment.—Ibid. 

Whether there are sufficient grounds to authorize the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission to grant an order permitting: the 
purchasers of a railroad company to assume liabiilty upon a 
judgment of the sold-out corporation held a mixed question of 
law and fact, the determination of which was within the ex- 
clusive jurisdiction of the Commission.—Ibid. 

Facts upon which an inference may legitimately rest must 
be established by direct evidence as if they were facts in issue, 
and may not themselves be presumed.—lIbid. 


P. R. R. PERISHABLE FREIGHT PLANS 


The Pennsylvania Railroad announces that Piers Nos. 27, 28 
and 29, North River, New York City, heretofore utilized for the 
handling of miscellaneous freight, are being extensively improved 
and enlarged for the purpose of adapting them exclusively to the 
handling of fruits, vegetables, and dairy products for the 
metropolis. Simultaneously, improvements and additions are 
in course of construction at Manhattan Produce Yard, Jersey 
City, to be utilized in conjunction with the piers. 

An important feature of the market terminal development 
in the New York district is the enlargement and extension of 
Manhattan Produce Yard located on the Meadows near Jersey 
City. The capacity of this yard is being increased to provide 
adequate space in which to hold fruit and produce for the piers 
awaiting consignees’ orders, and at the same time to make pos 
sible the handling of a larger volume of the juice grapes and 
watermelons shipped to the yard for local delivery or recom 
signment. 

In co-ordinating the produce yard with the piers, a neW 
receiving and holding yard, and classification yard are beils 
built, including car-icing platforms and trucks, and a gravity 
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“Tue Ace” is‘one of the great 

fleet of 60 named Pennsylvania 

freight trains that have set re- 

markable records for regularity 
and dependability 


“ The 


THE TRAFFIC 


WORLD 





A winged freight with a hundred 
victories to its credit + + 


OWADAYS there’s a great deal 
being said and written about 
aces. Count that week lost when an 
ace of the air does not inhale a 
leisurely dinner in America and hop 
over the Atlantic in time to take in 
the night life of Paris or Berlin the 
following evening. 


But when it comes to overnight 
hops “The Ace” of the Pennsylvania, 
a big freight train, is right up there 
among the winners. 

Unlike the daring airmen, who 
never know whether they will reach 
their destination, or at what time, 
“The Ace” is almost certain to come 
in regularly and dependably on its 
schedule. As a consistent, reliable 


carrier this winged freight is an ace 
with a hundred victories to its credit. 


HIS ace of the iron rails handles 
the business from Eastern Sea- 
board Cities to Pittsburgh, and is as- 
signed exclusively to Pittsburgh trade. 


- “The Ace” carries general mer- 
chandise and consignees have found 
that goods brought by this train 
reach them on schedule. For “The 
Ace” has hung up an enviable record 
for consistency of on schedule arrival. 

To the splendid cooperation of the 
train crew, and that of hundreds of men 
along the line who guard the path of ““The 
Ace’s” flight, are due the remarkable 


records that this important Pennsyl- 
vania carrier has made. 
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Here are some other named Pennsyl- 
vania freight trains whose regular 
on schedule arrival have earned 
them distinctive names: 


“THE THOROUGHBRED” 
Live Stock 
Indianapolis to Pittsburgh 
and Seaboard Cities 


“THE IRON MASTER” 
Merchandise 
Pittsburgh to New York 


“THE COLONEL” 
Perishable Merchandise 
Chicago to Louisville 


“THE HOME RUN” 
Empty Refrigerator and Tank Cars 
Seaboard Cities to Chicago 


PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD 


Carries more passengers, hauls more freight, than any other railroad in America 
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hump. The receiving and holding yard will have a capacity of 
640 cars and the classification yard 525 cars. 

To accommodate the greatly increased flow of juice grapes 
and watermelons to the Manhattan Produce Yard for local team 
track delivery, in addition to the foregoing yards a market dis- 
play yard is being built with a capacity of 500 cars. Each pair 
of tracks will be paralleled by a covered platform to protect 
buyers from the elements while the displays are being~exam- 
ined. A team track delivery yard accommodating 600 cars also 
is being constructed. . 

An auction house with two large rooms for the accommo- 
dation of the trade is being built at the center of the yard, 
handy to trains and main automobile highways. ° 

The Manhattan Produce Yard, including the display and de- 
livery yard, the receiving and holding yard, and the classifica- 
tion yard, will have a total capacity of 2,200 cars. 


NORTHWEST SHIPPERS’ ADVISORY BOARD 


The next meeting of the Northwest Shippers’ Advisory 
Board will be held in the city hall at Valley City, N. D., July 26, 
beginning at 10:00 a. m. 

President Donnelly, of the Northern Pacific, and President 
Jaffray, of the Soo Line, will address the meeting. At the 
luncheon the toastmaster will be P. R. Trubshaw. Mr. Jaffray, 
President J. F. Reed, of the Minnesota Farm Bureau Federation, 
and C. L. Mosher, assistant federal reserve agent, will be the 
speakers. 


Personal Notes 


E. C. Delgado, former traffic manager for the Federal Match 
Corporation, states that the paragraph in The Traffic World, July 
16, in which it was announced that he had entered the insurance 
business was not correct. He says that, although he has re- 
signed his connection with the match company, he intends to 
remain in traffic and is seeking a new connection. 

‘Russell Houston has been appointed general agent of the 
C. & E. I. at Louisville, succeeding C. W. Thacker, who goes 
to Indianapolis. 

A. H. Merck has been appointed assistant general freight agent 
of the St. Louis Southwestern, and F. Pattie is appointed soliciting 
freight agent, with headquarters at Little Rock. W. F. Knobeloch, 
R. P. Harrington and A. J. Lerhmann have been appointed assist- 
ant freight traffic managers, with headquarters at St. Louis. 
Mr. Harrington, formerly assistant general freight agent at Little 
Rock, will be in charge of solicitation and H. D. Landry, general 
freight agent, and E. S. White, assistant general freight agent, 
will report to him. Mr. Knobeloch, until recently a member 


of the rate committee of the Southwestern Freight Bureau, will 


be in charge of the tariff issuing department and interstate 
commerce work and P. G. Safford, assistant general freight 
agent, will report to him. Mr. Lehmann, formerly general 
freight agent, will be in charge of rates and divisions and 
immediately under him will be T. L. Hirshman and A. J. Leber, 
assistant general freight agents. 

C. A. Randall has been elected chairman of the Nebraska 
commission. 

James P. Neal, of Walla Walla, Wash., has been appointed 
supervisor of transportation of the Washington Department of 
Public Works. O. O. Calderhead formerly held this position. 
Cc. R. Lounergan has been appointed traffic expert of the de- 
partment, succeeding H. O. Berger. 

A. J. Cronin, assistant general freight and passenger agent 
of the D. & R. G. W., has been relieved of passenger duties 
and H. M. Cushing has been appointed division. passenger agent 
at Salt Lake City, with jurisdiction over passenger matters in 
Utah. 


The Atlanta, Birmingham & Coast Railroad announces the 
appointment of W. H. Diviere, traveling freight agent, at Miami, 
succeeding Wallace Smith, resigned, to take service with an- 
other company. C. B. White succeeds Mr. Diviere as traveling 
freight agent at Jacksonville. 


Hans Engel, general representative in America of the Ger- 
man Railroad Company, New York, is on leave of absence to 
return to Germany and bring his family to this country. 

Walter Buckner has been appointed general manager of the 
Gulf department of the American Railway Express Company at 
Atlanta, to succeed W. S. McFarland, who died. 

H. C. Bridgewater has been appointed commercial freight 
agent of the Western Maryland at Memphis. 

H. R. Smith has been appointed assistant general freight 
agent of the M-K-T at St. Louis. 

R. C. Fulbright, of Houston, Tex., chairman of the legislative 
committee of the National Industrial Traffic League, has removed 
to Washington, D. C. 

The Chicago & Eastern Illinois has appointed the following 
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commercial agents: Earle O. Crews, Birmingham, Ala.; Lam. 
bert Porod, Chicago, and Thomas D. Fox, Little Rock, Ark. 

The Central Freight Association announces that, effective 
July 16, J. E. Williams, vice-chairman, is appointed assistant to 
the chairman, to perform such duties as may be assigned to 
him; L. E. Oliphant is appointed vice-chairman as successor to 
Mr. Williams; F. R. Garrison is appointed a member of the 
auxiliary committee. Effective August 1, C. E. Hochstedler js 
appointed a member of the auxiliary committee. 


DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 


Ratification of the resolutions adopted by the Associated 
Traffic Clubs of America at the Memphis convention on the sub- 
ject of elimination of industrial waste is announced this week 
by the El Paso, Shreveport, Richmond, Va., Ft. Wayne, Birming- 
ham and Dallas clubs, and the Women’s Traffic Club of Log 
Angeles. 


The Miami Valley Traffic Club has appointed an educational 
committee of the following members: H. T. Ratliff, G. L. Cory, 
P. D. Freer, R. H. Hagerman, M. T. Otto, and W. T. Stevenson. 


The Cincinnati Traffic Club had its fourth annual outing at 
the Pines Country Club July 21. There was a program of ath- 
letic events, including a ball game between shippers and car- 
riers, and a golf tournament at Western Hills Country Club. 


The Traffic Club of Chicago will have a golf tournament at 
the Glenn Flora Country Club July 28. 


The annual summer outing of the Traffic Club of St. Louis 
will be held at Riverview Club July 26. 


The Los Angeles Transportation Club held a “get-together 
with golf on the side” at the Potrero Country Club on July 21. 
Those attending were guests of the representatives of the 
steamship lines. 


The Worcester Traffic Association, Worcester, Massachu- 
setts, had its ninth annual outing at the Hillcrest Country Club, 
Leicester, Massachusetts, July 14. About one hundred and fifty 
railroad and industrial traffic men were present, including prom- 
inent officials from Boston. A buffet luncheon was served at 
noon and in the afternoon a program of sports was conducted, 
golf being the most popular, about fifty entering the tournament. 
At six o’clock a chicken and lobster dinner was served and the 
prizes were given out to the winners of the various contests. 
One hundred attendance prizes were distributed. Joseph F. 
Ward, president of the association, assistant traffic manager of 
Norton Company, was general chairman of the committee in 
charge of the outing. 


OVERSEAS FREIGHT RATES 
The Traffic World New York Bureau 


Following a month more in which the full cargo market has 
been stagnant and numerous vessels have been offered at dis- 
tress rates, there are now indications that this period is over 
and that there will be more sustained demand and consequently 
slightly higher rates. Fixtures of ships were more numerous 
last week. Shipowners have been quick to note the better de- 
mand and are refusing to consider the previous low rates. The 
result has been an advance of two to three cents a hundred 
pounds in grain charters, with the probability that further 
changes will be upward rather than otherwise. Several of the 
leading brokers are advising their clients to close future com- 
mitments at the existing level and not wait for the advances 
which they consider likely for August and later months. 


Better grain business is reported from Montreal. Rates 
have advanced from a low of 8% cents a 100 pounds for Ant- 
werp-Rotterdam to 10 cents for July, and 12 cents for August. 
As this has been accomplished with only a moderate demand, it 
is believed that real buying, which should develop within the 
next several weeks, will result in further strengthening the 
market. 

The coal trade has been dull, with orders limited largely to 
West Italy on offers of $2.35 to $2.50 a ton. Fixtures were re- 
ported in the South American trade at $3.50 to La Plata and 
$3.60 to Rosario. Rates of $3.15 to $3.20 a ton are indicated to 
Rio de Janeiro, and $3.25 to Chile. Sugar shipments from Cuba 
are active without appreciable changes in rates. 

The current range of grain rates is as follows: From Mot- 
treal, for July and August loading, 2s 9d to the United Kingdom, 
10c to 11¢c to Antwerp-Rotterdam, 1lc to 12c to Hamburg-Bremet, 
15¢e to 16c to the Mediterranean; from Montreal for October 
loading 3s 414d to 3s 6d to the United Kingdom, 15c to Ant- 
werp-Rotterdam, 16c to Hamburg-Bremen, 19c to the Mediter- 
ranean; from the Gulf, for August-September loading, 3s 414d to 
the United Kingdom, 15c to Antwerp-Rotterdam, 15% to 16c to 
Hamburg-Bremen, 18 to 19c to the Mediterranean. 


July 23, 
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Robert C. Thackara, vice-president and general traffic man- 
ager of the Luckenbach Steamship Company, has resigned to 
become chairman of the reorganized United States Intercoastal 
Conference, effective August 1. Negotiations for the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Thackara have been under way for some time. He 
is regarded as one of the principal factors in restoring the con- 
ference after four years of rate wars, and his selection is re- 
garded among shippers and steamship officials as contributing 
largely to the prospects for successful stabilization. . 

The Panama Railroad Steamship Line has issued a notice 
to shippers advising them of restrictions imposed by the Chilean 
Government on the discharge of cargo at San Antonio. With 
the exception of a specified list of articles, all unloading is pro- 
hibited. Among the permitted articles are acids, bags, bricks, 
carbide, charcoal, cement, clay, coke, copper, fuses, various iron 
and steel articles, lead, motors, oils, various plates, powder, tar, 
tin, lumber, machinery, and zinc. Through bills of lading will 
be issued for these articles. Other cargo must be landed at Val- 
paraiso. 

Announcement is made by B. Chiriboga, acting consul gen- 
eral of Ecuador, that consular invoices are now required on all 
parcel post shipments to Ecuador on which the value is in ex- 
cess of $40. 

Shippers of goods to Cuba have been notified by the Ha- 
vana Steamship Conference that effective August 1 the lines 
belonging to the conference will be unable to surrender bills of 
lading unless accompanied by duplicate copies of the shippers’ 
export declaration duly certified at the Custom House as pro- 
vided by Treasury Decision 38106, issued August 16, 1919. In- 
terior shippers, it is stated, must forward to the steamship line 
at the port of exportation a sworn export declaration in tripli- 
cate, or may file this with the initial carrier to be delivered to 
the steamship line. Shipments will not be forwarded until such 
declarations have been received either by the steamship line or 
the collector of customs. 

The customs authorities have withdrawn the privilege of 

preliminary entry of fruits and other perishable commodities 
due to abuse of the favor shown by certain importers. Here- 
after regular entries must be made. 
* In the past importers of perishable goods have been allowed 
to pass an informal entry before arrival of the vessel and with- 
out presenting documents. After paying a deposit of duty based 
on a statement of value, a permit has been granted and lodged 
at the dock, thus permitting immediate entry. When the United 
States surveyor made his report the practice has been for a reg- 
ular entry to be made and the deposit refunded. Under the new 
arrangement the usual entry will have to be passed and duty 
paid. After the surveyor’s report, an amendment to the entry 
will be permitted for correction of weights and values. 

According to customs officials the abolition of the prelim- 
inary entry privilege is due to a recent incident in which an 
importer’s representative went through the usual procedure on 
a shipment supposed to consist of 1,000 crates of grapefruit, 
paid a deposit on that number and obtained a permit which al- 
lowed delivery of 5,000 crates. 


U. 8S. LINES PROFIT 
The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


A Shipping Board statement, made public July 20, says the 
United States lines showed direct profit from operations of 
$635,842 in the fiscal year ended June 30, according to a state- 
ment submitted to the Fleet Corporation that day. After deduct- 
ing the proportion of Fleet Corporation overhead expenses 
assigned to the lines, the statement said, the net profit was 
$371,085, compared with a net loss of $645,000 in the preceding 
fiscal year. 

In the fiscal year, 61 voyages were terminated, 83,756 pas- 
sengers were carried, and 274,894 tons of cargo transported. 
The ships operated by the United States lines were the Levia- 
than, George Washington, Republic, President Harding, and 
President Roosevelt. The financial statement, by totals, is as 
follows: Voyage revenue, $16,675,390; direct operating expense, 
$16,039,547; direct operating profit, excluding Fleet Corporation 
administrative expense, $635,842; Fleet Corporation administra- 
tive expense chargeable to United States lines, $264,757; net 
profit $371,085. That profit, the statement said, was determined 
after including in the total shown for repairs, charges for 
betterments amounting to $207,415. 


TELLER SUGGESTS CHANGES 
Commissioner Teller, of the Shipping Board, as the result 
of a tour of inspection of Shipping Board offices in Eurpoe, has 
submitted a report to the board suggesting possibility of making 


changes in conditions relating to the board’s services. He sug- 
gested that the board study the question of continuing direct 
service by the American Scantic Line to Baltic ports for the 
purpose of determining whether or not the service requirements 
could be met by establishment of a feeder line from Hamburg, 
Germany. He also urged thorough study of the proposal to 
make Le Havre, France, a port of call. He recommended that 
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a permanent appointment be made to fill the vacancy causeg 
by the resignation of Joseph E. Sheedy, formerly director fo; 
Europe for the Fleet Corporation. He also suggested that the 
board’s lines might profit by a change from Bremen to Hamburg 
as the German terminus. 


AID FOR U. S. SHIPS 


The National Merchant Marine Association, according to a 
statement issued by it, believes that the United States might 
take a cue from Great Britain’s attitude with respect to navaj 
vessels as revealed at the naval armament conference at Geneva, 
without criticizing, but rather commending, Great Britain for 
looking after its own interests, the association asks if the Uniteg 
States is not entirely “too sensitive concerning the feelings of 
other nations when it comes to putting into effect laws ang 
regulations for the benefit of its (merchant) shipping?” 

“It is unnecessary to refer herein partitcularly to any spe 
cial act of Congress that has been set aside or its effectiveness 
postponed indefinitely because of some far-fetched contention 
that its enforcement might be distasteful to another nation,” the 
association says. “There are many such examples where Con. 
gress has labored to enact laws for the benefit of shipping which 
have never operated because of the reason indicated above. If 
the needs of Great Britain or any other nation require the recog. 
nition of a special character at a conference concerning limita. 
tion of armaments, world’s peace, etc., to the displeasure of 
another nation, why do not the needs of the United States with 
regard to its maritime development, a perfectly peaceful pur 
suit, stand out so pre-eminently in the minds of our officials as 
to cause them to assert our needs in that direction with equal 
force as is being exerted in other directions by other nations 
at this time?” 


PANAMA CANAL TRAFFIC 


A large number of vessels and a greater volume of cargo 
tonnage moved through the Panama Canal in the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1927, than ever before in the history of the 
canal, according to the Panama Canal Record. Tolls paid by 
commercial vessels, aggregating $24,228,830.11, however, did not 
reach the record of the fiscal year 1924 when $24,290,963.54 was 
paid in tolls. ” 

In the fiscal year ended June 30, 5,475 commercial vessels 
transited the canal, as against the previous high record of 5,420 
vessels in the fiscal year 1926. Cargo amounted to 27,748,215 
long tons, as against 27,586,051 long tons in the preceding fiscal 
year. 

The fiscal year 1927, although not breaking the record with 
respect to tolls, was the second largest, as to tolls, in the his- 
tory of the canal. From the opening of the canal to commercial 
traffic, August 15, 1914, to the close of business, June 30, 1927, 
40,8377 commercial vessels, that paid tolls aggregating $166,363, 
228.06, passed through the canal. 

In the month of June there were 455 commercial vessel 
transits, the tolls amounting to $1,970,377.97. 


INTERCOASTAL RATE TARIFFS 


Intercoastal lines have asked the Shipping Board to extend 
for thirty days the time within which they must file tariffs 
containing their maximum rates as provided by the order issued 
recently by the board in its intercoastal rate investigation. 
The order provided that the tariffs should be filed within 60 
days from June 7. The lines desire an additional 30 days. 
One line, the Gulf-Pacific, has filed its tariff of maximum rates 
applying from Pacific ports to Gulf ports. 

Officials said they knew nothing as to a report that the 
westbound tariff, effective August 1, of member lines of the 
intercoastal conference, had been filed with and approved by 
the board. It was their opinion that the “tariff” referred to 
was the “minimum” rate list of the lines. These lists are not 
filed as tariffs with the board. The tariffs of maximum rates 
filed and to be filed with the board show the highest rates 
that may be charged. Usually the rates actually charged are 
lower than those set forth in the maximum rate tariffs. 


OCEAN AGREEMENTS APPROVED 


The Shipping Board has approved agreements of the Amer- 
ican-Hawaiian Steamship Company and the Los Angeles Steam- 
ship Company, and of the Gulf-West Mediterranean Line and 
the Nervion Line. 

The agreement of the American-Hawaiian Line provides for 
the handling of shipments on: through bills of lading from 
Atlantic coast ports to San Diego, Calif., via Los Angeles Harbor 
on a combination of the local rates of the two carriers. The 
cost of transfer and inward wharfage charge at Los Angeles 
Harbor are absorbed by the American-Hawaiian Steamship 
Company and the Los Angeles Steamship Company assumes the 
outward wharfage charge. 

By the. terms of the Gulf-Nervion agreement each party is 
to have two sailings per month from Galveston and Houston 
to Spanish Mediterranean ports. Should conditions warrant, 
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BALTIMORE, MD. 
GENERAL MERCHANDISE STORAGE 
Pool Car Distribution. Forwarding—Rigging 


BALTIMORE TRANSFER CO. 


Telephone Calvert 0300 300 Block, North Front St. 


CHICAGO TANK CAR COMPANY 


RAILWAY EXCHANGE BUILDING 
n. System Telephone Harrison 3486 
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TANK CARS TO LEASE We Rebuild and Repair Tank Cars 
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NEW ORLEANS, LA. 
STORAGE 
Efficient Merchandise Distribution 
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Kennicott-Patterson Warehouse Corporation 


STORAGE AND DISTRIBUTION OF 


Merchandise and Household Goods 
Serving many large National Distributors. Write us for information and rates 
1700 Sixteenth Street, DENVER, COLORADO 


MUSKOGEE, OKLAHOMA 


2 Fireproof Warehouses 


Merchandise and Household Goods Stored 
Pool Cars Distributed — Railroad Siding. 


MUSKOGEE TRANSFER & STORAGE (0. 
t= 1- An Od on Ba Gy AW a @ Ben toa 


JOS. STOCKTON TRANSFER CO. 


1020 SOUT. CANA! STREET 
70 YEARS’ EXPERIENCE 


Or testtet 4 WY, Col te) ae atts) a0 o¥-areeems Orta lel-to ME DIE i aatelt tates! 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 
WIESENFELD WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


General Merchandise Storage —— — 
Prompt and Intelligent Service 
References: Any jobber, banker or transportation man in the city. 
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DEEP WATER AND RAIL CONNECTIONS 


HOTEL COSMOPOLITAN 


DENVER, COLORADO 
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TERMINAL 


BUILOS BETTER BUSINES 


MERCANTILE WAREHOUSING AND DISTRIBUTING 


Opened June 5, 1926 


The Largest and Finest Hotel in the State 


MERCHANDISE STORAGE... and “Th. . ’ 
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POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION The Leading Hotel of Denver’ 
ROY’S COSMOPOLITAN ORCHESTRA 


Warehouse Located in Heart of Railroad District and Jebbing Trade 
EVERY EVENING 


FEDERAL COMPRESS & WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


689 South Front Street, MEMPHIS, TENN. C. S. PRYOR, Ase’t Manager 


CALVIN H. MORSE, Manager 
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DIRECT WATER ROUTES 


rwalk New 
war fTOIM “London and Norwith, Conn. 
C.F.A., W.T.L., Inter-Mountain, 
to deuth andl Southwath 
spate CN STORE DOOR DELIVERY CLYDE, OLD DOMINION, SAVANNAH, 
a aed LONG ssLaND aroun om weTaR mcs EQ C MALLORY and MORGAN S. S. LINES 
TO ALL POINTS SOUTH BOAT AND RAIL THAMES RIVER LINE, INC., PIER 32 E. R.. NEW YORK CITY, ERNEST E. FUCHS, President 


S00 TERMINAL WAREHOUSES CHICAGO, ILL. 


Storers and Distributors of LOCATED NEAR LOOP 








UNION CITY°,-o WATERBURY 
BEACON FALL Sex-oMAUGATUCK 
ANSONIA SOSEYMOUR 


‘SHELTON nen 
ca MILFO 









WILLIMANTIC @, 0 JEWETT CITY 
NORWICH 


‘TO ALL 





40 Car Siding. Free Switching. 
MERCHANDISE Tunnel delivery to all Trunk Lines 
Chocolate and other candies stored and to Aurora and Elgin Electric. 


all year round. 
Space for Rent ~- 
Cool Temperatures 


CAL WAY” 


Represent 
NATO WAREHOUSING, INC. 
37 Pn da St. San math macy Cal. 
316 Commerciai St., Los Angeles, Cal. 



































































202 





however, either party may increase its sailings with the written 
consent of the other. Sailings are regulated so as not to con- 
flict, and either party may withdraw from the agreement upon 
thirty days’ written notice. The present agreement supersedes 
one between the same lines and the Compania Transoceanica 
de Navegacion, which was approved by the board on March 1, 
1927. Under the previous agreement the Gulf-West Mediter- 
ranean Line and the Nervion Line each had three.sailings every 
two months and the Transoceanica Line one sailing a month. 
The Transoceanica Line has recently withdrawn its service from 
the Gulf and the present agreement reallocates sailings so as 
to maintain an equivalent service by the two remaining lines, 
each of which increases its sailings from three to four every 
two months. 


TWO VESSELS SOLD 


The Shipping Board has authorized the sale of the “West 
Helix” and “Westmount” to a new corporation represented by 
Robert W. Malone of Washington, D. C., for the lump sum of 
$310,000. Payment is to be made in accordance with the usual 
terms—10 per cent cash and the balance in ten equal annual 
installments. The “West Helix” is a steel cargo vessel of 8,528 
deadweight tons. The “Westmount” is of similar type and of 
8,682 deadweight tons. Both are coal burners, but it is the 
intention of the purchaser to convert them to oil burners. The 
vessels are now laid up at Norfolk, Va. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended July 9 totaled 
839,308 cars, according to reports filed by the carriers with 
the car service division of the American Railway Association. 
Due to the observance of Fourth of July, this was a decrease 
of 181,954 cars under the preceding week. Compared with the 
corresponding week last year, the total for the week of July 9 
was a decrease of 58,248 cars, and was a decrease of 147,585 
cars under the corresponding week in 1925, which did not al 
clude a holiday. 

Loading by districts the week ended July 9 and for the cor- 
responding period of 1926 was reported as follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 
stock, 2,389 and 2,187; coal, 24,340 and 37,577; coke, 2,106 and 2,339; 
aoe products, 4,396 and 4,786; ore, 5,976 and 6,445: merchandise, 

C. L., 58,366 and 59,464; miscellaneous, 83,272 and 86, 645; total, 1927, 
186. 216; 1926, 205,053; 1925, 233,224. 

2,204 and 2,361; 


5,371 and 5,610; live 


Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 
live stock, 1,899 and 2,015; coal, 27,156 and 36,251; coke, 4,565 and 5,194; 
forest products, 2,583 and 2,962; ore, 10,822 and 13,163; merchandise, 


L. L., 47,900 and 48,530; miscellaneous, 76,215 and 71,709; total, 
1927, 173, 344; 1926, 182,185; 1925, 199,929. 
Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 127 and 161; live 


stoek, 226 and 194; coal, 32,388 and 35,889; coke, 461 and 513; forest 
products, 1,572 and 1,269; ore, 87 and 68; merchandise, L. C. L., 6,542 
and 6,393; miscellaneous, 5,070 and 4,418; total, 1927, 46,473; 1926, 
48,905; 1925, 51,348 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,901 and 3,179; 
stock, 2,022 and 2,146; coal, 20,806 and 20,304; coke, 
forest products, 17,415 and 18,737; ore, 982 and 1,191; 

C. L., 34,084 and 34, 120; miscellaneous, 
1927, 126, 323; "1926, 130, 561; 1925, 136,213. 


live 
557 and 765; 
merchandise, 
47,556 and 49,519; total, 


Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 6,049 and 5,662; 


live stock, 6,115 and 7,592; coal, 3,166 and 4,348; coke, 1,430 and 1,637; 
et products, 9,160 ‘and 8,924; ore, 36,696 and 40,887; merchandise, 
e. 


L., 29,652 and 29,086; miscellaneous, 37,146 and 37,028; total, 
1921, 129, 414; 1926, 135, 164; 1925, 150,432. 
Cen al Western district: Grain and grain products, 13,317 and 


18,028; live stock, 8,056 and 8,708; coal, 4,997 and 9,438; coke, 307 and 
278; forest products, 6,798 and 7, 029; ore, 2,149 and 3, 058; merchandise, 
L. c. L., 29,409 and 30,303; miscellaneous, 51,050 and 50,210; total, 
1927, 116, 083; 1926, 127, 052; 1925, 138,806. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 
live stock, 2,436 and 2,977; coal, 2,465 and 3,751; coke, 141 and 147; 
forest products, 6,835 and 8,390; ore, 335 and 3388; merchandise, 
ka ©. Tn, 36,669 and 15,080; miscellaneous, 28,568 and 30,257; total, 
1927, 61, 455; 1926, 68,636; 1925, 76,941. 

Total, all roads: Grain and grain products, 36,185 and 42,697; 
live stock, 23,143 and 25,819; coal, 115,318 and 147,558; coke, 9,567 and 
10,873; forest products, 48, 759 and 52,097; ore, 57, 047 and 65, 150; mer- 
chandise, Be Ee - Rig ee 412 and 223, 576; miscellaneous, 338, 877 and 
329,786; total, 1927, $39, 308; 1926, 897,556; 1925, 986,893. 


Loading of revenue freight this year compared with the two 
previous years follows: 





Five weeks in January.............. 4,524,749 4,428,256 4,456,949 
Four weeks in February............. 3,823,931 3,677,332 3,623,047 
Four weeks is March.............+.. 4,016,395 3,877,397 3,702,413 
ig) we i a | 4,890,749 4,791,006 4,710,903 
“SOE BE EM ccc ccc cctees deaee 4,096,742 4,145,820 3,869,306 
Se TEE 30S UMNO oven cc cece eseeese 3,974,160 4,089,340 3,965,872 
Ow a A ee 1,021,262 1,065,641 866,199 
yo gs Fe eee eee 839,308 897,556 986,893 

Total 26,972,348 26,181,582 


FcR eee Reet ae SEOs OMe es 27,187,296 


R. R. CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 


Capital expenditures by the railroads of this country for 
new equipment and additions and betterments to property used 
in connection with the transportation service amounted to 
$155,022,000 in the first three months of 1927, according to spe- 
cial reports filed by the Class I railroads with the Bureau of 
Railway Economics. Compared with the corresponding period 
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last year this was a decrease of $10,678,000, while it also was 
a decrease of $14,278,000 under the corresponding period in 1925. 

Total capital authorizations as of April 1, this year, amount- 
ed to $724,853,000, compared with $821,880,000 on the same date 
in 1926, and $750,000,000 on the same date in 1925. 

From the foregoing figures it would appear that capita] 
expenditures for the year 1927 will approximate from $700,000,000 
to $750,000,000, according to the bureau. This estimate for 
1927 compares with actual capital expenditures in the last five 
years, as follows: 1922, $429,273,000; 1923, $1,059,149,000; 1924, 
$874,743,000; 1925, $748,191,000; and 1926, $885,086,000. 

Capital expenditures made in the first three months in 1927 
for equipment totaled $55,346,000, which was a decrease of 
$19,554,000 compared with the first quarter in 1926, and a de. 
crease of $42,354,000 compared with the corresponding period in 
1925. This decrease, however, was largely due to a reduction 
in expenditures for freight cars. 

Capital expenditures actually made in the first three months 
this year for locomotives amounted to $19,771,000, which ex. 
ceeded similar expenditures made in the corresponding periods 
in the two. previous years. For freight cars, expenditures 
amounted to $18,192,000, compared with $44,500,000 in the first 
quarter of 1926 and $73,300,000 in the first quarter in 1925. For 
passenger cars, capital expenditures in the first three months 
this year amounted to $12,346,000, which exceeded similar ex- 
penditures made in the corresponding periods in 1925 and 1926. 

Total capital expenditures for roadway and structures made 
by the railroads of this country in the first three months this 
year amounted to $99,676,000. This was an increase of $8,876,000 
over the same period last year and an increase of $28,076,000 
over the corresponding period two years ago. 

Capital expenditures for additional track in the first three 
months in 1927 amounted to $30,145,000, compared with $30,900, 
000 in the corresponding period last year. For heavier rail, 
expenditures totaled $8,275,000, compared with $7,200,000 in 
1926. For shops and engine houses, including machinery and 
tools, expenditures totaled $10,941,000, or an increase of $2,741, 
000 above similar expenditures last year. For all other improve- 
ments, $50,315,000 were expended in the first quarter this year, 
an increase of approximately $6,000,000 compared with the same 
period in 1926. 


CONDITION OF EQUIPMENT 


Freight cars in need of repair on July 1 totaled 141,433 or 
6.2 per cent of the number on line, according to reports filed 
by the carriers with the car service division of the American 
Railway Association. This was a decrease of 3,452 cars under 
the number reported on June 15, at which time there were 
144,885, or 6.4 per cent. It also was a decrease of 24,155 cars 
compared with the same date last year. Freight cars in need 
of heavy repair on July 1 totaled 102,485, or 4.5 per cent, a 
decrease of 129 compared with June 15, while freight cars in 
need of light repair totaled 38,948, or 1.7 per cent, a decrease 
of 3,323 compared with June 15. 

Class I railroads on July 1 had 8,759 locomotives in need 
of repair or 14.3 per cent of the number on line. This was a 
decrease of 798 compared with the number in need of repair 
on June 15, at which time there were 9,557 or 15.6 per cent. 
Of the total number of locomotives in need of repair on July 1, 
4,855 or 7.9 per cent were in need of classified repairs, a decrease 
of 398 compared with June 15, while 3,904 or 6.4 per cent were 
in need of running repairs, a decrease of 400 compared with 
the number in need of such repairs on June 15. Serviceable 
locomotives in storage on July 1 totaled 6,219 compared with 
6,142 on June 15. 


FRUIT AND VEGETABLE SHIPMENTS 


Shipments of leading lines of fruits and vegetables the week 
ended July 16 totaled 22,469 cars, as compared with 22,276 cars 
(revised) the preceding week and 29,761 cars in the correspond- 
ing period of 1926, according to the weekly report of the Bureau 
of Agricultural Economics of the Department of Agriculture. 
Shipments were reported: as follows: 


Apples, 393 cars; cabbage, 132 cars; cantaloupes, 2,198 cars; cauli- 
flower, 2 cars; celery, 105 cars; cherries, 150 cars; cucumbers, 351 
cars; eggplant, 25 cars; grapefruit, 13 cars; grapes, 118 cars; green 
peas, 244 cars; lemons, 419 cars; lettuce, 706 cars; miscellaneous 
melons, 705 cars; mixed citrus fruits, 50 cars; mixed vegetables, 533 
cars; mixed deciduous fruit, 134 cars; onions, 268 cars; oranges, 
cars; peaches, 3,633 cars; pears, 342 cars; peppers, 57 cars; plums 
and prunes, 256 cars; strawberries, 23 cars; imports, 8 cars; string 
beans, 53 cars; sweet potatoes, 209 cars; tomatoes, 625 cars; water- 
melons, 4,903. cars; potatoes (1927 crop), 4,840 cars; potatoes (1926 
crop), 10 cars; imports, 3 cars. F 





STATE HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION 


More than 13,600 miles of earth roads included in the state 
highway systems of the 48 states were surfaced by the several 
highway departments in 1926, according to information compiled 
from state reports by the Bureau of Public Roads of the Depart- 
ment:‘of Agriculture. 

The total length of surfaced roads constructed by state 
agencies in the year was 19,492 miles, of which 13,664 miles 
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OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA. 


FREE 
SWITCHING 


pee ae mm - LOW 
Bee 9/273) ___ INSURANCE 
———<—— ee) RATES 
















ESTABLISHED 
1889 


GENERAL WAREHOUSING AND DISTRIBUTION. NEGOTIABLE 
WAREHOUSE RECEIPTS. MOTOR TRUCK AND TEAM SERVICE 


0. K. TRANSFER & STORAGE CO. 





Tripp Warehouse Company 
MERCHANDISE STORAGE 
POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION 


Centrally Located in Shipping District 
Motor Truck Delivery No Trap Car Delays 
“Service That Satisfies’’ 


Southern Steamship Company 


OPERATING FAST FREIGHT SERVICE 
BETWEEN 


Philadelphia, Pa., and Houston, Tex. 


SAILINGS: 
From Philadelphia. ..Wednesdays and Saturdays 
From Houston........Mondays and Thursdays 


Quick Dispatch Thru Package Cars 


GENERAL OFFICES: 
321 Commercial Trust Bldg., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Low Rates 










SLT ERLE TTT SLATE 
ete 


PORT 


With our long experience in the 
Com 


plete record ef all shipments mailed same day of movement. 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 





HOUSTONS SHIPSID 













PANAMA MAIL S.S.CO. 


Fast Freight and Passenger Service 


Scheduled Sailings via Panama Canal 
From—SAN FRANCISCO AND LOS ANGELES 
Te—HAVANA AND NEW YORK 


EASTBOUND SAILINGS 





From San Francisco From Los Angeles 
S. S. VENEZUELA ........ eooee July 30 Aug. 1 
S. S. ECUADOR. ....cccccccce August 20 August 22 
S.S. COLOMBIA.............. pt. 17 Sept. 19 


Also regular sailings for Mazatlan, Manzanillo, Cham- 
perico, San Jose de Guatemala, Acajutla, La Libertad, La 
Union, Corinto, Amapala, Puntarenas, San Juan del Sur 
and Balboa, Cristobal (Panama) and Buenaventura. 
Trans-Shipment at Panama for South America and European Ports 












CES 
2 Pine Street, San Francisce, Cal. 
548 S. Spring St., Los Angeles, Cal. 


NEW TEX LINE 


Differential Rates 


Weekly Service to Houston, Texas 


From Pier 1, North River, New York, Saturday noon 
B. & O. Pier 7, Locust Point, Baltimore, Monday 
Southgate Terminals, Norfolk, Tuesday 


For Information Apply To 
New England, New York & Texas 
Steamship Corporation 
17 Battery Place, NEW YORK, N. ¥. 


Cotton Exchange Building ee ee 
Houston, Texas 


Norfolk, Va. 
Dallas National Bank Building The Cottman Co., Agents, 
Dallas, Texas Bal d. 


timore, 


oO 
350 Marquette Bldg., Chicago, Ill. 
10 Hanever Sq., New York, N. Y. 





WAREHOUSE 
“Service That Will Satisfy” 


THE MERCHANDISE STORAGE CO. 
U. S. BONDED 


COLUMBUS, OHIO 





Direct from ships’ holds to warehouse, by means of electrie eenveyors, with one handling :—No trucking, switehing or draying. 
Warehouse,—Re-inforced concrete and steel,—equipped with automatic sprinkler,—insurance 12¢ per hundred dollars per annum. 
warehouse business, we are familiar with the requi: 

Daily stock reports furnished, if 

Your shipments can be financed through our negotiable warehouse receipts. 


BINYON SHIPSIDE WAREHOUSE C0., Inc., HOUSTON, TEXAS 


rements necessary te the proper handling of your shipments. 
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were laid over former earth roads and 5,828 miles represented a 
rebuilding of old surfaces. 

The reports show that the total mileage of surfaced roads 
in the state highway systems increased by 18,205 miles in the 
year, but of this increase 4,541 miles represents no actual work 
by the states, but consists merely of mileage transferred from 
county to state jurisdiction, statistical changes resulting from 
resurveys, etc. 

The above figures refer to increases in surfaced mileage on 
the state highway systems only and do not include surfacing 
laid by the counties or other local governments. They do in- 
clude, however, all work done with federal aid. 

A statistical table issued by the federal bureau shows that 
the combined state systems embrace 287,928 miles and that of 
this mileage 163,059 miles is surfaced and 28,456 miles is graded 
and drained according to engineering standards.. The state sys- 
tems are-now about 66 per cent initially improved. 


COAL PRODUCTION AND SHIPMENT. 


Production of soft coal the week ended July 9 was esti- 
mated at 6,571,000 net tons by the Bureau of Mines of the De- 
partment of Commerce. Observance of the Fourth of July holi- 
day reduced the output. Anthracite production was estimated 
at 797,000 net tons. 

Bituminous coal dumped into vessels at Lake Erie ports the 
week ended July 10 totaled 1,016,510 net tons as compared with 
1,177,340 tons the preceding week. Anthracite shipped from 
Lake Erie ports the week ended July 10 totaled 57,713 tons, as 
compared with 84,148 tons the preceding week. 

Tidewater bituminous coal shipments the week ended July 
9 were reported as follows: From Hampton Roads, 343,425 net 
tons of which 210,846 tons were for New England delivery; 
from Charleston, S. C., 557 net tons. 

Cars of coal forwarded over the Hudson River to eastern 
New York and to New England the week ended July 2 were 
reported as follows: Bituminous, 2,219 cars; anthracite, 2,761 
cars. 


LUMBER SHIPMENTS 


In the week ended July 16, according to the National Lumber 
Manufacturers’ Association, the lumber industry, rebounding 
from its usual midsummer curtailment or suspension of activity, 
increased its sales and shipments about 30 per cent as compared 
with the preceding week. Production showed a greater increase 
than 30 per cent. 

The following table compares the lumber movement, as 
reflected by the reporting mills of seven softwood, and two 
hardwood, regional associations, for the three weeks indicated; 
000s omitted; 


Corresponding 


Preceding Wk., 
Week, 1926 


1927 (Revised) 
Soft- Hard- Soft- Hard- Soft- Hard- 
wood wood wood wood wood wood 

*Mills 332 154 354 152 324 131 

Production ....241,686 20,542 234,561 25,169 157,066 14,772 

Shipments 228,527 21,175 244,512 25,614 157,164 13,873 


Orders (New 
B 237,913 20,597 244,447 29,541 170,383 11,727 
*Fewer west coast mills are reporting this year; to make allow- 


ance for this add 7,000,000 to production, 9,000,000 to shipments and 
10,000,000 to orders in comparing softwood with last year. 


Past ‘Week 


RAIL PURCHASES OF TIMBER 


Purchases of forest products, including crossties, by the 
railroads of the United States last year amounted to approxi- 
mately 12 per cent of their total expenditures for fuel, materials 
and supplies, according to information furnished to the Forest 
Service, United States Department of Agriculture. 

The railroads of the country in 1926 spent a total of 
$1,559,032,331 for fuel and supplies, of which $186,291,234 went 
for lumber and other forest products. In 1925 the railroads 
spent $170,305,031 for forest products out of their total purchases 
of $1,392,043,000. 

Last year the railroads purchased 93,759,913 crossties at a 
cost of $101,000,000. This was an increase of approximately 
6,000,000 ties compared with the preceding year, but a decrease 
under the two previous years. Other purchases of forest prod- 
ucts included switch and bridge ties, lumber and timber for car 
repairs and maintenance construction. 


TRAIN LOAD OF GINGER ALE 


A solid freight train of 40 cars of ginger ale from the 
Clicquot Club’s plant at Millis, Mass., was dispatched July 15 
from Lowell, Mass., to Chicago, the schedule being 72 hours. 
This shipment is understood to be the first movement of a New 
England trade-marked product in such a solid trainload to the 


west. At Chicago it was to be broken up for distribution to 
cities such as St. Louis, Denver, Duluth, Des Moines, Louis- 
ville, Milwaukee, Cincinnati, Columbus, and Madison, Wis. To 
keep the ginger ale cool on its trip west, Clicquot Club refriger- 
ator cars were used. They carried 400,000 bottles, represent- 
ing 800,000 glasses, or a total of 50,000 gallons. 
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Questions and Answers 


In this department will be answered questions of both legal and 
practical nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist 


on interstate commerce law, whois a member of our legal department, 


will give his opinion in answer to = —_— question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. A traffic man of long experience 
and wide knowledge will answer ——— —_a practical traffic 
problems. We do not desire to e the place of traffic man but to 
help him in his work. P ; 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this department any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investigation 
herein contemplated. 

Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Mills Building,.Washington, D.C. 


Liability of Carrier as Warehouseman 

Ohio.—Question: Will you please give us your opinion 
on the following: 

Several months ago we made a shipment to a town in 
Pennsylvania and through an error on our part in sending our 
customer the wrong material the shipment remained on hand 
for some little time with storage charges accruing and for 
which we naturally felt responsible. 

Before we could issue reconsignment instructions to the 
railroad agent the shipment was destroyed in a fire which 
wiped out the entire freight station and its contents. 


Later, after this information was in our possession, we 
filed a claim for the value of the shipment, but just recently 
this was declined by the destination carrier on the grounds 
that regardless of the fact the freight station and its contents 
was not covered by insurance the railroad company was only 
acting as a warehouseman, and could not admit of any liability 
in the matter, this on the face of the fact if the fire had not 
occurred and the shipment was reconsigned as per our request, 
they would have either demanded payment of all storage charges 
up to date of reconsignment or allowed this to follow as ad- 
vances on the billing, or on the other hand, if we had failed 
to furnish instructions for the disposal of the property and the 
railroad company had sold it for storage charges after the 
expiration of the legal time for this and had not realized enough 
on the sale, under the law, they could compel us to assume 
the difference between the amount of the through charges and 
what was realized from the sale of the property, and in view 
of which we fail to understand where there is any merit in the 
argument that the transportation company should not be respon- 
sible for the invoice value of the shipment. 


Answer: Because of the exceptional and arbitrary char- 
acter of the insurance feature of the contract of carriage, it 
necessarily follows that the consignee is bound to observe 
diligence in removing the goods. The duty of the consignee 
to receive the goods, it is said, is an imperative as is the duty 
of the carrier to deliver. The stringent liability of the carrier 
cannot be continued at the option or to suit the convenience of 
the consignee. The rule is well settled in jurisdictions where 
the shipper is allowed a reasonable time within which to remove 
the goods before the carrier’s liability as insurer terminates, 
whether this time is to be estimated from the date of the 
arrival of the goods or from notice of their arrival, that the 
liability of the carrier, as such, ceases after the expiration of 
such time and becomes that of warehouseman only. 


The transportation of goods and the storage of goods are 
contracts of a different character; and though one person or 
company may render both services, yet the two contracts are 
not to be confounded or blended, because the legal liabilities 
attending the two are different. A person may, in the character 
of carrier, be liable for a loss from which in the character of 
warehouseman he would be exempted, since the common law 
imposes no duty on a common carrier to render services as 
warehouseman, other than such as are necessarily incidental 
to the transportation of the property. The liability of a carrier 
as such, with some few exceptions, is practically that of an 
insurer, while the duty of the carrier as warehouseman is not 
that of an insurer but merely to exercise ordinary care. 

See in this connection our answer to “North Dakota” on 
page 1402 of the December 11, 1926, Traffic World under the 
above caption. 

Inasmuch as the goods in question remained on hand at 
destination after the expiration of the free time provided for 
in the Demurrage Tariff, the liability of the carrier, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of paragraph (a) of Section 4 of the 
Uniform Bill of Lading Contract Terms and Conditions, became 
that of a warehouseman, whether or not the carrier is liable 
for the loss of the goods is dependent upon whether or not 
there was negligence on its part, the burden of proof of which 
resting upon the shipper, or the burden of proof of the absence 
of negligence resting upon the carrier, depending upon the 
jurisdiction in which suit is brought. In our answer to “North 
Dakota” on page 1402 of the December 1, 1926, Traffic World 
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The Personal Service which 





Japan, China and ; 
Philippine Islands | we have developed insures 


via Seattle - The Short Ro , 
ee this added advantage that 
across the Pacific. Sailing every other Tuesday 


from Seattle for Yokohama, Kobe, Shanghai, our office acts for you exactly 
Hong Kong and Manila. 


Through bills of lading to other ports. 4S your own trafic depart- 


T. J. Kehoe, General Eastern Agent, 32 Broadway, New York City 
W. G. Roche Inc., General Agt., R. W. Bruce, General Agent, ‘i 
1714 Dime Bank Building 110 South Dearborn St., 
Deca Sheer ment would act, were it on 
L. L. Bates, General Freight Agent, 
1519 Railroad Ave. So., Seattle, Wash. 
















Ship on the big President Steamers 11 days 


the spot here. 


‘We shall welcome specific 


Enjoy the fast and efficient service 
of the 


American Mail Line 


Other Offices, Boston, Philadelphia, Portland, Ore. 


Tacoma, Wash., Vancouver, B.C. and Victoria, B.C. facilities, rates and terms, 


GULF PACIFIC LANE 


SAILINGS EVERY FOURTEEN DAYS 
FROM : 


Houston, Mobile, New Orleans 
AND 
Regular Service From 


Beaumont, Port Arthur, Lake Charles 
Galveston, Tampa 
TO 
San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco 
Oakland, Portland, Seattle, Tacoma 
and Vancouver (B. C.) 
Through Bills of Lading issued to Hawaii, Australia, 


New Zealand and Dutch East Indies for trans- 
shipment at San Francisco. 


questions relative to our 


and how this Personal 

















Service of ours increases 


their value to you. 








Board of Harbor Commissioners 
P. O. Box 974 
Wilmington, Delaware, U.S. A. 


WILMINGTON 
‘the Port of P. 
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THE STEELE STEAMSHIP LINE, INC., General Gulf Agents 
Main Office: 424 Whitney Building, New Orleans, La. 


SWAYNE & HOYT, INC., Pacific Coast General Agents 
Main Office: 430 Sansome Street, San Francisco, Calif. 
SWAYNE & HOYT, INC., W. J. SMITH, General Agent 
208 South La Salle Street Chicago, II. 
SWAYNE & HOYT, INC., H. H. KENNEDY, General Agent 
320 Merchants Exchange Building St. Louis, Mo. 


THE STEELE STEAMSHIP LINE, INC., General Agents 
15 Moore Street , Nestyork, N. Y. 
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under the above caption we cited cases in which these two 
rules were applied. 
Liability of Carrier for Failure to Perform Service Covered by 
Bill of Lading But Not Tariff 

Ohio.—Question: Will you kindly advise if there have been 
any court decisions or Interstate Commerce rulings on a case 
similar to the following: x 

A local firm makes a carload shipment to a point in Trunk 
Line territory, with a stop-off for partial unloading in Trunk 
Line territory. Bill of lading without rate is tendered the 
agent of the carrier who accepts and executes same. A year 
after the shipment was made the auditor of the carrier, on 
which the stop was made, discovers they have no tariff govern- 
ing stop-off privilege in Trunk Line territory, therefore, they 
billed on the shipper for additional freight charges, using the 
combination of rates based on the stop-off point. The shipper 
refuses to pay, contending the agent had no right to accept the 
shipment that could not be protected by tariff; furthermore, 
that one of the stop-off tariffs of the originating carrier specifi- 
cally states that the agent should not accept shipments with 
a stop-off on connecting roads without first ascertaining from 
the connecting road whether stop-off desired should be protected 
under lawful tariffs. 

Answer: In this connection see Apperson Bros. Automobile 


Co. vs. L. E. & W. R. R. Co., 81 I. C. C. 392. In this case the 
Commission said: 


A rate clerk at Kokomo erroneously informed complainant that 
stop-off was permissible under the applicable Trans-Continental 
Tariff. Irrespective of the rate quoted, the legal_rate must be paid 
by the shipper and céllected by the carrier. 


See also Trexler Lumber Co. vs. D. G., 58 I. C. C. 754, in 
which the Commission held that the failure of the carrier to 
stop a shipment of lumber for milling, in accordance with the 
bill of lading instructions to stop for milling, was not unlawful. 
The Commission in this case said: 


When complainants consigned the shipments to final destination 
and instructed that they be stopped at Osgood for milling, they had 
presumptive knowledge that the carriers, under their tariffs, could 
not stop the shipments at the point named. 


Damages—Measure of 

Connecticut.—Question: In the city of Hartford are located 
two jobbers, who handle and stock the products of linoleum 
manufacturers. There are also various large chain furniture 
stores who sell a quantity of these linoleum rugs, as are sup- 
plied by the jobber. 

For example, the jobber purchases a grade of small rugs 
at $7.20, less 15 per cent, and supplies them to the dealers of 
this section at $7.20, which is the accepted dealers’ cost. 
Through an arrangement of quantity chain store purchases, 
some of these chain store dealers are able to purchase, direct 
from the same manufacturers, the same grade of rugs at $7.20, 
less 15 per cent. 

Therefore, when a small dealer has a rug damaged, he must 
pay the local jobber $7.20, whereas a large dealer can replace 
the article by using his privilege of ordering from the factory 
at $7.20, less 15 per cent. We have endeavored to uphold the 
market value of $7.20 for the chain store dealer on the basis 
of the fact that Hartford has an authorized established market, 
and that the authorized established dealer’s price is $7.20, and 
that according to the Cummins Amendment, the claimant is 
entitled to recover the market value of the merchandise at the 
point of destination and at the time of delivery. This could 
be done by purchasing from the jobber at Hartford, at $7.20. 
The carrier objects, and implies that they only feel liable for 
the replacement cost of $7.20, plus 15 per cent, plus freight; 
in which we disagree. 


Although I have seen various cases of this nature, in the 
issues which I received, I am not able to locate them on trying 
to do so, and would appreciate your advising me whether the 
location of these jobbers at Hartford does not establish the 
same market value to all dealers. Does it not establish a limit 
of liability of $7.20, which he may recover from the carrier, 
regardless of the fact that he may purchase at $7.20, less 15 
per cent, from the manufacturer, or that he may not need the 
rug for immediate sale. 

Answer: ‘The rule, as generally stated, is that the market 
value at destination at time of delivery or at the time the 
goods should have been delivered is the basis for determining 
the amount recoverable for loss of or damage or delay to ship- 
ments. There is, however, as you will observe from our answer 
to “Nebraska” on page 602 of the September 12, 1925, Traffic 
World, under the above caption, a variance of opinion as to 
whether the resale value or the replacement value only may 
be recovered by the consignee. In several more or less recent 
decisions, recovery was, where the circumstances surrounding 
the purchase of the goods by the consignee were brought before 
the court, limited to the replacement value. 

See the articles on page 1534 of the June 5, 1926, Traffic 
World, under the caption, ‘““Measure of Damage Rule,” relating 
to the decision in Crail vs. Ill. Cent. R. Co., 13 Fed. (2) 459, 
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and the decision in Smith vs. L. & N. R. Co., 209 N. W. 465, 
the decision which is the subject of the article on page 641 of 
The Traffic World of September 18, 1926, under the caption of 
“Coal Shortage Damage Case.” 

State Versus Interstate Traffic 

Oregon.—Question: In your answer to “California” under 
the title “State versus Interstate Traffic,” April 30, 1927, Traffic 
World, page 1162, I am much interested in the point on which 
the question turns. 

Whether cattle driven in from Mexico “on the hoof,” ang 
thence by rail, wholly within one state, to destination, is inter. 
state traffic, would seem to depend on the “original and cop. 
tinuing intention persisted in” as brought out in the Uniteq 
States Supreme Court Cases cited by your correspondent; and 
your reply confirms this view. 

There is, however, another possibility which strikes me ag 
being worthy of consideration—one on which several of your 
readers, including myself, would like to have your opinion. 

The Interstate Commerce Act, Sec. 1 (1) shall apply to 
common carriers engaged in... (2) such transportation of 
passengers and property ... (1). (c) to any place in the United 
States ... from a foreign country, but only in so far as such 
transportation takes place within the United States... (2) 
(a) but shall not apply—To the transportation of... prop- 
erty ... wholly within one state and not shipped ... from a 
foreign country ...to any place in the United States.... 

The Supreme Court decisions cited, pertain to property 
which had been shipped and transported from a point without 
the state, and the “original and continuing intention persisted 
in” gave color, so to speak, to such shipment and common 
carrier transportation. The Act was therefore considered 
applicable. 

Now, the party, who drove the cattle across the border to 
the United States point of shipment, was not a common car- 
rier; the cattle were not transported from a foreign country; 
nor were they shipped from a foreign country. There seem, 
therefore, to exist no preceding circumstances which might be 
relied upon to fulfill those conditions upon which the Act is 
said to control such traffic moving between two points wholly 
within one state. 

Those circumstances or conditions, in brief, would appeat 
to be, shipment and transportation by a common carrier “from 
a foreign country.” In the present case there was neithet! 
shipment nor transportation, nor was there a common catrier; 
none of these things occurred until the cattle were received 
in the United States. 

I would appreciate your view of this situation. 

Answer: In Section 1 of the Interstate Commerce Act it 
is stated: 


That the provisions of this act shall apply to common carriers 
engaged in (a) The transportation of * * * property wholly by rail- 
road * * * (c) * * * to any place in the United States * * * from 
a foreign country, but only in so far as such transportation * * * 
takes place within the United States. 


As we read the provisions of Section 1 there is no require 
ment that the property, the transportation of which is subject 
to the Interstate Commerce Act in so far as the transportation 
takes place within the United States, shall have received a 


prior transportation by rail or water carrier. The statement 
in paragraph (a) reading ‘The transportation of * * * property 
wholly by railroad * * * ,” in our opinion relates to that por 
tion of the haul which takes place within the United States. 
That the driving of sheep or cattle is transportation is 
apparent, from the decision of the Supreme Court in Kelley vs 
Rhoads, 188 U. S. 1, in which case the Supreme Court said: 


It is true that the sheep might have been transported by rail 

from Utah to Pine Bluffs, but the statement fails to show whether 
that course would have been more or less expensive than the one 
adopted. It is clear that the owner had the right to avail himself 
of such means of transportation as he preferred, and in estimating 
the probable cost he was at liberty to consider the fact that he was 
licensed to make use of the public lands of the United States, with- 
out charge, for the sustenance of his-sheep. Buford vs. Houtz, 
U. S. 320, 33 L. ed. 618, 10 Sup. Ct. Rep. 305. Why he shipped 
them by rail from Pine Bluffs is not explained, but it seems quite 
probable that it was due to the fact that the public lands in Ne- 
braska had been so far taken up that the sheep would not be able 
to obtain sufficient nourishment if they were driven through that state 
We do not deny that it may have been plaintiff's intention not only 
to graze, but to fatten, his sheep while en route through Wyomin& 
Indeed, we may suspect it, but there is nothing in the agreed state- 
ment of facts to justify that inference. While the 15th finding states 
that for the purpose of shipping said sheep it was not necessary 
that they should be driven into the state of Wyoming, and that they 
might have been shipped on the railroad much farther west than 
Pine Bluffs station, that finding really resolves itself back to the 
proposition already stated, that the owner or his shepherd was at 
liberty to choose his own method of transportation, and as he took 
a direct route through the state, deviating neither to the right nof 
to the left, and traveled as rapidly as a due regard for the con 
dition of his flock permitted, we think there could be not fair ine 
ference from these facts that the sheep were introduced into thé 
state for the purpose of grazing. 


Furthermore, it seems apparent that under the findings of 
the Commission in Washington Dehydrated Food Company vs 
G. N. Ry. Co., 102 I. C. C. 363; Tariffs Embracing Motor-Truck 
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Ship by Water 


“(DIFFERENTIAL RATES” via 


WILLIAMS LINE 


San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco 
Oakland, Seattle and Tacoma 


FROM 


Baltimore, Philadelphia, 
New York and Norfolk 


SAILINGS EVERY 14 DAYS 
Thru bills of lading issued to all other Pacific 
Coast Ports, Hawaii and the Far East 


For rates, dates of sailings and other information apply to 


WILLIAMS STEAMSHIP CO., Inc. 


Moore and Water Streets, New York, Telephone Bowling Green 7394 


Baltimore, Md. Tae, Po. Pa. Norfolk, Va. 
39 South St. Drexel BI aie. Law Building 
And at our Branch Offices a pet call, etc. 





BE ' YOUR CUSTOMERS’ 
NEIGHBOR IN LOS ANGELES 

You actually become your customers’ 
neighbor in Los Angeles when you have 
a stock of goods stored in the Metropol- 
itan Warehouse, ready for delivery on a 
moments notice. 

The warehouse is constructed of re- 
inforced concrete and is located in the 
heartof the wholesale and retail districts. 

The fire insurance rate is 15.3c. 


METROPOLITAN 
WAREHOUSE CO. 


Merchandise Storage Drayage Pool Car Distribution 
1340-1356 East Sixth Street 


LOS ANGELES 


EASTERN REPRESENTATIVES: 
CROOKS TERMINAL WAREHOUSES 


417 W. Harrison St. 225 Sreedusy 
CHICAGO NEW YORK 
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Wo got 


15 days Fastest Service hy Sea 


Passenger and Freight 


EN Itinerary: New York—Havana—Panama 
py Canal—Balboa—San Diego (Westbound)— 


Los Angeles—San Francisco. 


Through Bills of Lading to or from other 
Pacific Coast ports; also European, West 
Indian, Canadian, Hawaiian, Far Eastern 
and Australian ports. 


Passengers automobiles accepted un- 
crated as baggage at moderate charge. All 
steamers equipped for refrigerator cargo. 


Proposed Sailing Dates 


Eastbound from 
Westbound from New York San FranciscoLos Angeles 


Realy fect.  SS.Manchuria Aug.4 S.S.Finland Aug. 13 Aug. 15 


udaeat ions SS. Mongolia Aug. 18 S.S.Manchuria Aug. 27 Aug. 29 


built liner. SS. Finland Sept. 8 S.S.Mongolia Sept. 10 Sept. 12 


PANAMA Paciric LINE 


INTERNATIONAL MERCANTILE MARINE COMPANY 





Pier 61 North River, N. Y. C. 1 Broadway, N. Y. C. 

(W. 28rd St.) Tel. Chelsea 6760 Tel. Bowling Green 8800 

Chicago, 827 So. La Salle St. Boston, 84 State Street 

Philadelphia, Public Ledger Bldg. Baltimore, Chamber of Commerce Bldg. 
San Francisco, 60 California St. Los Angeles, Central Bldg. 

















EASTERN AGENTS 


MUNSON-McCORMICK LINE 
INTERCOASTAL SERVICE 


From Baltimore and New York Weekly 
(EVERY SATURDAY) 


*From Philadelphia and Boston Bi-Weekly 
(ALTERNATE WEDNESDAYS) 






























DIRECT TO 
LOS ANGELES HARBOR—SAN 
FRANCISCO, OAKLAND, PORTLAND, 
SEATTLE and TACOMA 
Through Bills of Lading issued to other 


Pacific Coast Ports; Hawaii, Far East 
and British Columbia 































*Differential Rates from Philadelphia and Boston 


MUNSON STEAMSHIP LINE 
Munson Building, 67 nent St., New York 
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Chicago, St. Pr wy JT nell Baltimore 
‘Philadelphia, Mobile, New Orleans 


McCORMICK STEAMSHIP CO. 


GENERAL PACIFIC COAST AGENTS 
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and Wagon Transfer Service, 91 I. C. C. 589 and Lumber from 
San Francisco Bay Points, 78 I. C. C. 760, at least inferentially, 
a prior transportation by a common carrier is not essential 
to the application of an interstate rate, which should also be 
true of the rate applied on an import shipment. In our opinion, 
in the case first cited above, there is an inference that had 
there been an original and continuing intention, the Commission 
would have taken jurisdiction of the question involved. The 
lack of an original and continuing intention to make a through 
interstate shipment is the basis of the decision in S. A. L. Ry. 
Co. vs. Lee, 14 Fed. (2d) 439, to the effect that the movement 
beyond the port was intrastate and not interstate. 

In Coe vs. Errol, 116 U. S. 517, the Supreme Court on 
page 525 said: 


There must be a point of time when the goods cease to be 
governed exclusively by the domestic law and begin to be governed 
and protected by the national law of commercial regulation, and that 
moment seems to us to be a legitimate one for this purpose, in which 
they commenced their final movement for transportation from the 
state of their origin to that of their destination. When the products 
of the farm or the forest are collected and brought in from the 
surrounding country to a town or station serving as an intrepot 
for that particular region, whether on a river or a line of railroad, 
such products are not yet exports, nor are they in process of ex- 
portation nor is exportation begun until they are committed to the 
common carrier for transportation out of the state to the state of 
their destination, or have started on their ultimate passage to that 
state. 

Unless the driving of the cattle from the point in Mexico 
across the border to the point where they were loaded upon 
the care of the rail carrier may be considered a gathering 
service within the nieaning of the decision in Coe vs. Erroll, 
we are of the opinion that the interstate rate must be applied 
for the rail movement within the state of Texas, it being admitted 
that there was an original and continuing intention to ship the 
cattle to the final destination thereof at the time they started 
on their journey from the point in Mexico. 


Damages—Delay in Transportation 


New Jersey.—Question: On December 9, 1926, we made 
two shipments consisting of two cartons for party “A” and 
four cartons for party “B,” located at different points. The 
six cartons were delivered at the same railroad station; two to 
be shipped to “A” via a forwarding company who receive at 
the railroad company’s station platform and the four to “B” 
to go via “X” railroad. Bills of lading were signed for by both 
the forwarding company and the railroad for their respective 
shipments. 

About twelve days later the forwarding company delivered 
to “A” one carton marked for “A” and one carton marked for 
“B” and obtained a signed receipt. ‘“B’ checked short one car- 
ton and filed claim, which was satisfactorily settled. 

Toward the end of the month, “Y” railroad, a delivering 
carrier at the point at which “A” is located, delivered the other 
carton marked for “A” on free astray billing. “A” corresponded 
with us regarding this shipment and unfortunately, through loss 
of some of the correspondence, we were not aware of the situa- 
tion until two months had passed. 

“A” is our branch office and the goods shipped them were 
for their stock. They opened the carton marked for “B” and 
also placed this in their stock. This lot was not sold, as our 
branch office carries a large quantity to take care of any re- 
orders in their territory. 

“B” is our customer and his goods are sold “f. o. b. New 
York.” They were to go on sale January 1, 1927. 

We informed the railroad of the situation and that contents 
of carton were in “A’s” possession. They, in turn, requested 
us to give disposition and no doubt will want a refund from our 
customer of the amount for which claim was settled, who, in 
turn, will want us to allow them credit for the lost goods. 

Will you please advise if our customer can be compelled 
to make this refund? 

The goods are of a seasonable nature and, although worth- 
less at the present time, it will be agreeable to us to make a 
settlement with the carrier at their return value, as our cus- 
tomers receive credit for ‘unsalable goods, but we do not feel 
that the entire amount should be refunded. 

Answer: In our opinion your customer cannot be compelled 
to refund the amount paid to him by the carrier in settlement 
of his claim. It is our opinion that your company is the party 
to whom the carrier must look for a refund, as your company 
and not your customer has the goods which “B” ‘did not receive. 

We are furthermore of the opinion that the carrier is not 
entitled to the full amount paid to “B,” your customer, for the 
reason that the carrier is liable for the damage resulting from 
the delay up to the time you received advice as to the location 
of the missing package. 

* If, because of the seasonable nature of the goods, they had 
no value at the time they were delivered to “A,” your offer to 
settle with the carrier at their return value, that is, on the 
basis of the credit which you allow your customers for unsalable 
goods, the carrier is being given due consideration in the settle- 
ment of this claim. 

See Steinberg vs. Erie R. R., 172 N. Y. S. 921, affirming 
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judgment in 170 N. Y. S. 893, and Bawer vs. Barrett, 172 N. Y. g, 
353. 
In the Steinberg case, 170 N. Y. S. 893, the court said: 


The reason for the violent decrease in the market price was the 
termination of the season for straw hats between the time when 
they should have been delivered and the time when they were deliy- 
ered. It is this seasonal character of the goods that the defendant 
makes the basis of its chief ground of — arguing that a carrier 
is not liable under the ordinary or market value rule of damage in 
the case of delay in the carriage of goods subject to severe decline 
in value because of cessation of demand incident to the unanticipated 
termination of a well-understood regular buying season. 


In this case the court held that unusual loss to a shipper 
of seasonal goods having a limited time for sale, such as straw 
hats, caused by the carrier’s delay in returning the goods after 
refusal by the consignee pursuant to arrangement, does not 
create an exception to the ordinary market rule of damages, the 
carrier being liable for the difference in the market value be. 
tween the time of arrival and the time when the goods should 
have arrived. 


Tariff Interpretation—Marble vs. Stone 


Tennessee.—Question: A commodity rate on stone is car- 
ried in Agent Boyd’s I. C. C A-1711, from Carthage, Mo, to Mem- 
phis, Tenn. The only stone produced at Carthage is marble 
and the carriers are declining to apply the stone rates to this 
commodity. 

Please give us reference to the decisions of the Commission 
covering like cases. 


Answer: With respect to this question see Carthage Marble 
and White Lime Company vs. Missouri Pacific Railroad Co, 
51 I. C. C. 619. It appears from this case that stone and not 
marble, is the commodity shipped from Carthage, Mo. See also 
Gates Marble and Tile Co. vs. C. P. & St. L. R. R. Co., 120 
I. C. C. 275, in which case the Commission construed the ap- 
plication of a tariff publishing rates on stone to shipments of 
sawed stone and marble from Carthage and Phoénix, Mo., to 
certain destinations in Indiana. See also Musto Sons-Keenan 
Co. vs. South Pacific Co., 93 I. C. C. 447, in which case the 
Commission held that, in the absence of a rate on crushed 
marble, a rate on stone, crushed or ground, was applicable 
thereon. 

Destruction of Records of Steam Railroads 


New York.—Question: How long is it necessary for car- 
riers to keep freight delivery receipts on file for proving delivery 
of shipments? 

Answer: Item 180 (a) of the regulations to govern the 
destruction of records of steam roads prescribed by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, in accordance with section 20 of 
the act to regulate commerce, provides that records of and re- 
ceipts for delivery of freight to consignees and connecting car- 
riers shall be retained for a period of six years. 


Limitation of Actions—Suits for Loss, Damage or Delay 


New York.—Question: How long after a shipment is made 
can shipper or consignee make claim on carrier for loss of mer- 
chandise? 

Answer: Paragraph 11 of section 20 of the interstate com- 


merce act, as amended March 4, 1927, contains the following 
provision: 


Provided further, That it shall be unlawful for any such receiving 
or delivering common carrier to provide by rule, contract, regulation 
or otherwise a shorter period for giving notice of claims than ninety 
days, for the filing of claims than four months, and for the institu- 
tion of suits than two years, such period for institution of suits to be 
computed from the day when notice in writing is given by the carrier 
to the claimant that the carrier has disallowed the claim or any part 
or parts thereof specified in the notice. Provided, however, That if 
the loss, damage, or injury complained of was due to carelessness 
or negligence while the property was in transit, or while the property 
was being loaded or unloaded, or was due to unreasonable delay in 
transit or in loading or unloading, then no notice of claim or filing 
of claim shall be required as a condition precedent to recovery, but 
in no case under this proviso shall suit be instituted after three years 
from the time such cause of action accrued. 


Paragraph B of section 2. of the Contract Terms and Con- 
ditions of the Uniform Bill of Lading, which as yet has not been 
revised in accordance with the amendment of paragraph 11 of 
section 20 of the interstate commerce act of March 4, 1927, as 
set out above, provides that claims for loss, damage, or injury 
to property must be made in writing within six months after 
delivery of the property, or, in case of export traffic, within nine 
months after delivery at port of export, or in case of failure 
to make delivery, then within six months (or nine months in 
case of export traffic), after a reasonable time for delivery has 
elapsed; provided that if such loss, damage or injury was due 
delay or damage while being loaded or unloaded, or damage 
in transit by carelessness or negligence, then no notice of claim 
nor filing of claim shall be required as a condition precedent to 
recovery. This paragraph of section 2 of the bill of lading also 
provides that suits for loss, damage, injury or delay shall be 
instituted only within two years and one day after delivery of 
the property, or, in case of failure to make delivery, then within 
two years and one day after a reasonable time for delivery has 
elapsed; provided, that in case the claim on which suit is based 
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Laredo to Mexico City . . . 53 Hours 
Eagle Pass to Mexico City . . 67 Hours 


NATIONAL 
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RAILWAYS OF MEXICO 


GHIPMENTS under through bills of lading 
are moved across the border with utmost 
expediency; movement to final destination is 
resumed without delay, once shipments are 
cleared through customs house. 


Customs Agencies 


The National Railways of Mexico maintain official cus- 
toms agencies at El Paso, Eagle Pass, Laredo and Browns- 
ville, Texas, which are fully equipped to handle all 
shipments. The employment ofthese agencies affords 
many advantages, particularly in billing all customs and 
incidental charges including importation duties to be 
collected at destination. 


Fast Freight Service 


Allimport freight receives prompt and careful attention; 
is forwarded to destination on daily fast freight trains. 


For Complete Information 
Communicate with 


F. P. De Hoyos, Gen. Agt. G. B. Aleman, Gen. Agt. 
1515 Penn Bldg. 2195 Ry. Exch. Bldg. 
New York City St. Louis, Mo. 


F. N. Puente, Gen. Agt. A. Horcasitas, Com. Agt. 
441 Monadnock Bldg. 414 Whitney Bank Bldg. 
San Francisco, Calif. New Orleans, La 


H. E. Chenoweth, Com. Agent 
Marquette Building 
hicago, Ill. 


El Paso to Mexico City . . . 107 Hours 
Brownsville to Mexico City . 69 Hours 


SHUPE TERMINAL CORPORATION 


Lincoin Highway and Passaic River, South Kearny, N. J. 


The Gateway of Commerce to the Port of New York 


TERMINAL—A strictly modern Terminal, consisting of 73 
acres on which are erected 45 buildings. ‘ 
LOCATION—Lincoln Highway and Passaic River, South 

Kearny, New Jersey. 

FLOOR AREA—500,000 square feet, of which 215,000 feet 
have an unlimited load carrying capacity; 160, 000 square 
feet are on raised concrete ramps even with car floors. 

LAND—Available for open storage and new buildings, 28 acres. 

RAILROADS—Terminal located on Pennsylvania Railroad just 
east of Waverly Transfer, and within a quarter of a mile 
of their great Manhattan Produce Terminal. Through 
tariff rates via Lackawanna on inbound carload shipments, 
as well as Storage in Transit Privileges Westbound via 
Pennsylvania R. R. 

TRACK STORAGE—Nine and one-half miles of sidings. 

WHARFAGE—1,400 feet of dock on Passaic River. 


We solicit your inquiries 


FACTORY SITES—We will erect buildings to suit your par- 
ticular requirements. 


EQUIPMENT—Large fleet of motor trucks, tractors and trail- 
ers. Steam crane service. 

HIGHWAYS—Located on the Lincoln Highway, the main 
artery of traffic from coast to coast, twenty-five minutes 
from Broadway. The new Hudson Tunnels will assure 
prompt deliveries to the Metropolitan District. 


LABOR—A thickly populated territory to draw from with no 
labor troubles. 

SERVICE—Dcily trap car service for L. C. L. shipments via 
Pennsylvania Railroad to Waverly Transfer. Distribution 
and Warehousing. Daily truck deliveries within radius 
of 30 miles. We handle your shipments. Traffic service 
unsurpassed. Direct service to Boston via Port Newark 
& New England S/S Co. 


Rates quoted on application 
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was in writing within six months, or nine months in case of 
export traffic (whether or not filing of such claim is required 
is a condition precedent to recovery), suit shall be instituted 
not later than two years and one day after notice in writing 
is given by the carrier to the claimant that the carrier has 
disallowed the claim or any part or parts thereof specified in 
the notice. 

Under the provisions of paragraph B of section 2 of the 
Bill of Lading Contract Terms and Conditions as it now reads, 
a period of two years and one day after delivery of the prop- 
erty, or, in case of failure to make delivery after a reasonable 
time for delivery has elapsed, is allowed within which to file 
suit, except that where claim has been filed, the two year and 
one day period runs from the time when notice in writing has 
been given by the carrier to the claimant that the carrier has 
disallowed the claim or any part or parts thereof specified in 
the notice. 

Under the amendment of March 4, 1927, in instances where 
the filing of a claim or notice thereof is not required as a 
condition precedent to recovery, suit must be instituted within 
three years from the time the cause of action accrued. 


Limitation—Overcharges 


Ohio.—Question: Referring to your answer to “California” 
on page 1028 of The Traffic World of April 16, 1927. 

Desire to request further explanation of the reason why 
carrier could not or should not pay the overcharge claim, since, 
as I read the question, claim was —led with the carriers for 
overcharge on date shipment was aelivered. 

Is the claim disallowed because suit was not instituted 
within the statutory period? 

Answer: Under the Commission’s Conference Ruling of 
July 28, 1925, referred to in our answer, the Commission con- 
strues the decision in the Danzer case, when considered in con- 
nection with the decision in the Wolf case, as prohibiting com- 
mon carriers subject to the act from paying straight overcharge 
claims which were barred by statute at or prior to the amend- 
ment of June 7, 1924, to paragraph 3 of section 16 of the act, 
and as prohibiting the Commission from awarding reparation 
on any claim which was barred by statute at or prior to the 
date of that amendment. The shipment in question was deliv- 
ered September 1, 1920, and, in accordance with the Commis- 
sion’s Conference Ruling of July 28, 1925, the carrier could not 
pay the claim after the expiration of two years from the date 
of the delivery of the shipment, nor could the Commission award 
reparation. 

As to overcharge claims, the carriers need not secure an 
order from the Commission to pay to the shipper the amount 
of an ascertained overcharge. Therefore, the disallowance of 
the elaim may not be said to be based solely upon the ground 
that suit was not instituted within the statutory period, but 
probably due to the fact that the carrier did not make a refund 
within the two-year period, although, of course, the filing of 
a claim with the Commission or a suit in court are the only 
means for compelling the carrier to refund an overcharge. 


Proof of Loss or Damage 


Canada.—Question: We received a shipment of pulpstones 
from a point in West Virginia, the stone being of a large pro- 
portion and being used daily in paper or newsprint mills. They 
are so large in size that only five can be loaded in a car 
(36 foot). 

On unloading the shipment it was found that one of them 
had been damaged and chipped at the bottom to the extent that 
same cannot be used to give perfect work. The chipped piece 
of stone was found lying at the bottom of the car and the 
damage being noted and shown by the railway agent on the 
freight bill in the usual way. These stones, on account of be- 
ing very heavy in weight are blocked with and braced with 
extra strong lumber, the only thing that could possibly move 
them being rough switching. 

Affidavit was obtained from the shippers to the effect that 
the stone was in perfect order when shipped. The bill of lading 
read: “Shipper’s load and count” and the routing was over 
seven different roads. We presented our claim for full amount 
and have now been advised by the freight claim agent that they 
cannot enter our claim, on account of their investigation show- 
ing that car did not encounter rough switching en route, and 
that the blocking and brasing was complete upon being un- 
loaded. They are therefore of the opinion that stone must have 
been damaged when put in the car and also on account of 
shipping S. L. and C. They, therefore, have to regret that claim 
will have to be declined. 

The only loophole I can see at present is the possibility 
of the car receiving a hard jolt en route which could lift the 
stone and which could make it drop on one side, with the result 
that the stone could be chipped. 

I personally saw the bracing and blocking which only held 
the stone from rolling side to side, but was no protection to 
lifting it if a jar or rough handling was encountered. The piece 
of stone broken off was the part of the stone resting on the 
floor, As soon as the stone was raised the chip fell off. 
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Will you kindly, therefore, be good enough to give me your 
views on this problem and advise if, in your opinion, I have 
a chance of getting settlement with the railroad people? 

Answer: The preponderance and weight of the evidence 
introduced by a plaintiff and defendant: necessarily determines 
whether a carrier is liable for damage to a shipment, or whether 
the damage resulted from the improper loading or inherent 
nature of the shipment. 

A carrier is not liable for injury to goods. resulting from 
improper loading by the shipper, at least if it is not apparent 
to ordinary observation, nor for injury which is due to the 
inherent nature of the article. e 

If a shipper can show that the manner in which -a shipment 
was loaded was such as to preclude injury thereto,.the burden; 
would be upon the carrier to show that the injury resulted from: 
a cause for the consequences of which it is not liable, such 
as an act of God, the inherent nature of the article, etc. 

The affidavit of the shipper as to the condition of the article 
when delivered to the carrier for transportation and as to the 
manner of loading, is not conclusive. proof thereof, and not 
admissible in evidence in an action at law if objected.to by the 
defendant carriers. The testimony in court or by deposition 
of the party who loaded or supervised the loading of the car 
would, however, be competent evidence. 

Whether the loading, including the bracing of the article 
in question, was such as was necessary to prevent injury to 
the article shipped is a question of fact. If insufficient and 
apparent to ordinary observation, under that line of decisions 
holding that a carrier must inspect the loading and packing of 
goods delivered to it for transportation and refuse same if not 
safely loaded or packed, the carrier can be held liable for injury 
thereto. Train reports of rough handling are of little probative 
force See Daily vs. C. St. P. M. & O., 194 N. W. 674. 


Tariff Interpretation—Combination Rule 


Missouri.—Question: Shipments of lumber originating on 
the Sligo & Eastern Railroad were routed via that line and the 
St. L-S. F. to St. Louis, thence lines beyond to Toledo, Ohio. 
The rate was constructed by using the following tariffs: 

Sligo & Eastern Tariff I. C. C. 22, not subject to Jones’ 228, 
and St. L.-S. F. Tariff I. C. C. 8606, and Jones’ I. C. C. 700, which 
are subject. 

The C. F. A. Lines have declined to honor the Sligo prin- 
ciple as per Eugene Morris’ circular letter GC1091. In view of 
this it is contended that Jones’ 228 may be operated against the 
factors in St. L.-S. F. and Jones’ tariff and the Sligo principle 
would not be involved. 


- Answer: See with respect to this question the Commis- 
sion’s opinion in Docket 18261, S. L. Culler Lumber Co. vs. C. B. 
& Q. R. R. Co. (mimeographed), decided June 27, 1927. This 
case involved a movement of lumber from Buick, Mo., to Hills- 
dale, Mich., moving via the Sligo & Eastern Railroad to Sligo, 
Mo., St. L.-S. F. to St. Louis, Mo., and the Wabash and N..Y. C. 
beyond. The tariffs naming the factors of the combination rate 
from Sligo to St. Louis and beyond St. Louis made cross refer- 
ence to the combination rule, but the tariff naming the factor 
to Sligo, Mo., did not. The Commission, however, held under 
its opinion in Sligo Iron Store Co. vs. W. M. Ry. Co., 62 I. C. C. 
642, and 73 I. C. C. 551, followed in Standard Oil Co. vs. D. G., 
74 I. C. C. 188 and other cases, that where one of the tariffs 
used in making combination rates on through shipments con- 
tains the combination rule there was a holding out to the ship- 
per of the manner of constructing combination rates which the 
carrier publishing the tariff must protect. 


Sales 


New York.—Question: Shipper located at point X forwards 
a less carload shipment to consignee located at point Z. Shipper 
in executing the bill of lading gave no specific routing beyond 
the initial carrier, neglecting to show street address, but merely 
gave point Y as the destination, which is the city in which point 
Z is located. 


Point Z is located on a short line which has no physical 
connection with the trunk lines other than by car float, although 
there are through rates in effect the same as to point Y. Initial 
carrier’s agent billed shipment to point Y, which is a terminal 
station of the trunk line. Consignee was compelled. to take 
delivery at that point and pay a cartage charge rather than 
reconsign and pay a higher combination of locals, which the 
destination agent insisted would be necessary if he was to 
reforward to the correct destination. Shipper refuses to pay 
cartage charge, maintaining that the consignee should have had 
the shipment reconsigned entailing only a small reconsignment 
charge. 

Please advise which is correct, quoting authority. : 

Answer: In our opinion the consignee should have given 
the consignor an opportunity to arrange for the delivery of the 
shipment through such means as he desired, and that therefore 
the shipper may not be required to assume the additional ex 
pense which resulted from the draying of the shipment instead 
of the reconsignment thereof. The fact that the carrier’s agent 
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The Port of Newark is surrounded 
within a radius of 200 miles by 41 
of America’s 100 largest cities, 
including Baltimore, Philadelphia 
and Boston. New York City is only 
nine miles away, and many of the 
richest New England markets can 
be reached in a few hours. 


THE. TRAFE WORLD 


Better Distributing Facilities 
to meet new selling conditions! 


The tendency all along the line to reduce inventories and depend 
upon quicker, more frequent deliveries to meet day-to-day market 
requirements has presented a new problem to the traffic executive 
and sales manager. Old methods of distribution are proving in- 
adequate to meet “hand-to-mouth” buying conditions. 


Hundreds of concerns in the eastern section of the United States 
—some even as far west as Michigan—are securing quicker and more 
economical distribution to 41 major markets, supporting practically 
one-third of the total national population, by using the. warehousing 
and shipping facilities of the Port of Newark. They are making fre- 
quent, rapid deliveries, by rail, water or motor truck, to a consumer 
market of 43,000,000 people living within a radius of 500 miles, at 
lower cost than is possible from almost any other central distributing 
point in the East. 


The Port of Newark has a number of advantages as a shipping 
center with which every traffic executive should be familiar, aside 
from its deep water facilities, direct switching connections with five 
trunk line railroads, and overnight motor highway service to half a 
dozen of the largest trading centers in the country. 


Tell.us what your product is and the Department of Public Af- 
fairs will gladly present to you complete facts to show why and how 
it could be distributed more economically from the Port of Newark. 
All inquiries will be treated confidentially, of course. Write to 


THOS. L. RAYMOND— Mayor—Newark, New Jersey 
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advised the consignee that it would be more expensive to recon- 
sign the shipment than to dray it is not, in our opinion, material, 
for, as we haye stated, the consignee should have handled the 
matter with the shipper. 


Tariff Interpretation 


Georgia.—Question: Please advise yéur interpretation and 
Interstate Commerce Commission decisions, if any, on the fol- 
lowing case: 

We bought one tank of cottonseed oil at Vidalia, Ga., routihig 
G. & F. Southern to Atlanta for A. & W. P. Delivery Lakewood 
Station, Ga., which delivery is within the city limits of Atlanta, 
Ga., about three miles from the center of the town. The rate on 
this oil was published by the Southern Ry. Co. in their tariff 
I. C. C. A9667, showing a point to point rate, i. e., Vidalia, Ga., 
to Lakewood Station, Ga., of 25 cents per 100 pounds in« tank 
cars. The A. & W. P. concurred in this tariff under FX-3, yet the 
A. & W. P. now claims there should be a switching charge of 
$2.70 per car to compensate them for their haul from Atlanta, Ga., 
to Lakewood Station, Ga. Less than two miles from our Lake- 
wood Station, Ga., plant there is another refiner of vegetable 
oils that is located in the city of Atlanta who does not have to 
pay any switching, due to the fact that both Atlanta and Lake- 
wood Station, Ga., take the same rates. This shipper is located 
on the Southern Ry., however. 

We contend that since there is a published point-to-point 
rate, i. e., Vidalia to Lakewood Station, Ga., there should be no 
switching in addition to the through rate, it being a matter of 
division of the through rate of 25 cents per 100 pounds among 
the interested carriers. 

The A. & W. P. provide in their switching tariff that if their 
line receives a line haul there will be no switching charge, but 
in this instance there is no logical or reasonable way to route 
so as to give this line a haul, so we contend this provision is 
unreasonable per se. 


Answer: Inasmuch as the point to which the shipment in 
question was-.consigned is located on the A. & W. P. only, which 
line is shown as a participating carrier in the tariff naming 
the rate from point of origin to point of destination, it is our 
opinion that this rate must be protected on the shipment, and 
that an additional switching charge may not be assessed by 
the A. & W. P. Railroad. The fact that only a switching service 
is performed by the A. & W. P. does not affect the application 
of the rate in connection with its line, the only question which 
could arise being whether under the routing instructions given 
the initial or intermediate carrier should have so routed the 
shipment as to afford the delivering carrier a road haul instead 
of a switching movement. See our answer to “New York” on 
page 1372 of the May 14, 1926, Traffic World under the caption, 
“Routing and Misrouting—Switch Delivery vs. Road Haul for 
Terminal Carrier”. 


Proof of Loss or Damage 


New York.—Question: A carload shipment moved from a 
point in Canada to a point in the United States. A shipper 
loaded the car and has an absolute record that the correct 
amount of material was placed in the car. The car was weighed 
and found to correspond, compared with number of units and 
weight per unit. The originating carrier issued a clean bill of 
lading. The car passed through United States Customs (com- 
modity is free from duty), one seal was broken, car apparently 
inspected and another seal applied. The car arrived at des- 
tination with latter seals intact, unloaded within forty-eight 
hours and checked six bundles short. The attention of the des- 
tination agent was called to the shortage, although inspection 
and count not made, the reason given being that as seals were 
intact is was not necessary. All of the consignee’s records in- 
dicate the shortage actually existed, was counted by three em- 
ployees and affidavit furnished. The presumption is that the 
car was opened by United States prohibition agents, who could 
not possibly have made an inspection of the car without remov- 
ing some of the bundles. The bundles weighed 300. pounds. 
They were probably dropped on the ground or platform, broken 
open and not replaced in the car. 

The initial carrier claims the car opened through necessity; 
was under their supervision when without seal protection; noth- 
ing removed; immediately released after inspection was made; 
and are prepared to defend themselves. | 

Is not the burden of proof on the carriers, inasmuch as the 
shipper and the consignee had no access to the car while in 
transit? Was it not the duty of the destination agent to make 
inspection at the consignee’s request, regardless of the condition 
of the seals? Please cite some similar Interstate Commerce 
Commission cases. We understand that the United States Su- 
preme Court recently made a decision in the “Mark Owen 
Case” which has some bearing on this. Can you give reference 
to that portion of the decision? 


Answer: The general rule as to the carrier’s liability with 
reference to the goods in his possession as carrier, and regard- 
less of any contractural exceptions, is that he is liable for all loss 
or destruction of or injury to such goods not occasioned by the 
act of God or of the public enemy. This exceptional liability, 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 








in addition to that of ordinary bailee for hire, is imposed by 
public policy. Therefore, where the loss is not due to the ex. 
cepted causes proof of negligence is immaterial and the carrier 
cannot escape liability by proving reasonable care and diligence, 

In an action for loss of or injury to goods the question of 
what proof the claimant must make is one of extreme impor. 
tance. Since the facts of how the loss or injury occurred are 
generally within the exclusive knowledge of the carrier the 
courts are liberal in permitting the claimant, by showing certain 
essential facts within his knowledge to raise presumptions which 
complete his case. 

A shipper showing a delivery of goods to a carrier, and that 
they were not redelivered, makes out a prima facie case against 
the carrier entitling him to damages for loss, and to avoid such 
damages the burden is upon the carrier to prove its freedom 
from liability. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co. vs. Stouffer, 111 N. E. 809; 
Nustrot-Calahan Co. vs. M. K. & T. of Texas, 209 S. W. 775. 

It is nowhere questioned that a bill of lading is prima facie 
evidence of the receipt of the goods by the carrier. And this 
is true although a statute forbids the issuance of bills of lading 
except for goods actually in the carrier’s possession. But such 
recitals are not conclusive, and it may be shown by parol evi- 
dence that none of the goods, or only a part of the goods, de- 
scribed in the bill of lading were in fact received. And this 
principle has been held to apply to third parties as well as to 
the original parties to the bill of lading, where it is marked 
“not negotiable”. Nevertheless the recitals of the bill of lading 
as to the receipt of the goods places the burden on the carrier 
to show the contrary, and in the absence of convincing testi- 
mony establishing mistake they must control. Conversely, the 
shipper or consignee may contradict the bill of lading by parol 
evidence showing that the carrier received a larger quantity 
than the bill of lading acknowledged to have been received. 
The fact that the goods are underbilled will not justify the 
carrier in coverting the excess. 


_ In the instant case it is a question of fact as to whether 
the amount. stated in the bill of lading was delivered to the 
carrier at point of origin, which fact must be established by the 
shipper. Likewise it is a question of fact as to whether a lesser 
amount was delivered by the carrier at destination, which fact 
must also be established by the shipper. 

In establishing these facts the shipper must necessarily 
overcome by a preponderance of evidence that which the carrier 
may introduce to show that either the amount stated in the 
bill of lading was not in fact received by it for transportation 
or that the full amount received by it for transportation was 
delivered at destination. That is, the shipper’s evidence must 
outweigh that of the carrier. 

The facts which you have given as to the manner of un- 
loading seem to practically preclude any possibility that there 
was a theft of the goods while the car was being unloaded or 
that there was an error in the counting of the bundles. If it 
can be established that the amount stated in the bill of lading 
was actually delivered to the carrier for transportation, your 
establishment of which fact being aided or not by the prima 
facie effect of the carrier’s receipt in the bill of lading, depend- 
ing upon whether it was or was not a qualified receipt, should 
enable you to recover the amount of your claim. 

There is no legal obligation resting upon a shipper to accord 
the carrier an opportunity to make an inspection of a shipment 
which upon being unpacked is discovered to be short or dam- 
aged. Likewise no obligation rests upon a carrier to make an 
inspection at the instance of the consignee. The inspection 
goes merely to the question of proof of the loss or damage and 
not to the right of bringing suit therefor. 

The Commission has no jurisdiction over claims for loss, 
damage or delay unless resulting from a violation of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act, as, for instance, misrouting. 

The decision in the Mark Owen case, 256 U. S. 427, does 
not relate to the present case, inasmuch as it covers the liability 
of a carrier for the loss of goods during the period of free time 
from a car which has been placed for unloading on a carrier’s 


- team track. 





Digest of New Complaints 


No. 19127. Sub. No. 2. Mather Bros., Atlanta, Ga., vs. High Point, 
Thomasville & Denton et al. 

Ilegal rates and charges on furniture from High Point, N. C., 
to Orlando, Fla. Asks reparation. 

No. Le ar — Drinking Cup Co.. Inc., Easton, Pa., v8. 

- Ce . et al. 

Unreasonable rates on pane cups from Easton, Pa., to various 
points throughout the United States. Asks cease and desist order 
and reparation. 

No. Dial gh -y ks 1, Interstate Iron & Steel Co., Chicago, IIl., vs. 

4 . et al. 
~ Rates and charges in violation of sections 1, 2, 3 and 6 of the 
act, or round cornered square billets and their crop ends from 
South Chicago, Ill., to points in official classification territory. 
Asks cease and desist order and reparation, 
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= | FROM THE SEVEN SEAS 


=)" CLAREMONT: 


The TAKETOYO 
MARU with a cargo 
of China Wood Oil in 
bulk from Shanghai 
for use in American 
factories, pumped 
from the steamer’s 
tanks direct to cars 
in twenty-six hours. 





rima . 
=a TERMINAL onnewvorkeay) 
cord A modern and up-to-date rail and water freight facility in Jersey City, 
— easily accessible from New York City, with open piers equipped with 
e an heavy cranes to handle freight from vessels to cars and vice versa, a The SS BAST 
_ covered double deck fire-proof pier 900 feet long, 127 feet wide, for the ee eae 
handling of general cargo, in or out bound, with accommodations for Ford Motor Company, 
oe : storage in transit at low storage and ee ee 
\ : insurance rates; and two ore unload- mobile tire makers, 
ility ing machines. Sea cameleameee 
fer's Deep water berthing space for ships bay 
on a direct line from the Narrows 
connecting the upper and lower 
a portions of New York Bay is available 
as is ample turning basin for ships. 
hanll No berthing charges are assessed. The SS LEBORE, 
: one of the largest of 
ite For detailed information, apply to mane. ee a. 
i Oe nearest Lehigh Valley freight repre- gross tons of iron ore 
| ve. sentative. fire cargo longed airect 
rder ©. tis Liberty St: New Yorke” cars in thirty one 
, V8 — 
om Lehigh Valley Railroad 
= : ehig ey oa 
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No. 


No. 


19796. Boswell-Haynes Co. et al., Durant, Okla., vs. Santa Fe 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates on salt from points in Louisiana and Texas 
to ints in Oklahoma. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

1 ¢ The Columbus Packing Co., Columbus, O., vs. A. C. L 
et al. 2 

Unreasonable rates on fresh meat, packing house products, or 
other commodities, in peddler cars, from Columbus, O., to points 
in Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, West Vir- 
ginia, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Kentucky, Tenn- 
essee, Georgia and Alabama. Asks rates, rules, regulations, etc., 
for ‘the future. 
gene Chicago Bridge & Iron Works, Chicago, Ill.,-vs. Santa Fe 
et al. é 

Unreasonable rates on iron and steel tank material, k. d:, from 
points in the Chicago rate group to points in Kansas, Oklahoma 
and Texas. Asks rates for future and reparation. 


. 19799, Middle Creek Coal Co. et al., Charleston, W. Va., vs. B. 


& O. et al. 

Seeks order establishing through routes and reasonable and 
nondiscriminatory through joint rates for transportation of coal 
from mines on the Middle Creek Railroad in West. Virginia to 
interstate destinations to which coal is*shipped by’ way of. the 
B. & O. from points of origin on its Charleston division and joint 
through rates on such coal not eater than the’ present rates 
applicable from stations on the arieston division of the B. & 
O. and its branch lines to the same points. 


. 19800. Hale-Halsell Co., McAlester, Okla., vs. Santa Fe et al. 


Unreasonable rates on salt from points in Kansas and Texas 
to points in Oklahoma. Asks reparation. 


. 19801. Pocahontas Tanning Co., Wheeling, W. Va., vs. Central 


of New Jersey et al. 

Unreasonable, preferential, discriminatory and prejudicial rates 
and charges on solid quebracho extract from various points in 
New York Harbor and vicinity to Durbin, W. Va. Asks rates 
for future and reparation. 

1 Armour and Co. et al., Chicago, IIL, vs. Bangor & Aroos- 
took et al. ° 

Rates in violation of sections 1, 3 and 13 of the act, on fresh 
meat and packing house products from Chicago and East St. 
Louis, Ill., Indianapolis, Ind., Jersey City, N. J., and New York 
N. Y., to destinations in Eastern Trunk Line and New England 
territories east of a-line drawn north and south through Buffalo, 
Pittsburgh, Charleston and Wheeling, W. Va. Asks rates for 
future and reparation of $50,000. 


. 19808. Lone Staar Gas Co., Dallas, Tex., vs. Santa Fe et al. 


- 19804. National Cottonseed Products Corp. et al., Memphis, Tenn., 


Unreasonable rates‘ on internal combustion engines and gas 
engines and parts from points in Ohio, New York and Wisconsin 
to — in Oklahoma and Texas. Asks rates for future and 
reparation. 


vs. Illinois Central ét al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on cottonseed 
cake, meal, and hulls, from Tiptonville, Tenn., to various inter- 
state destinations in the northern and eastern part of the United 
States. Asks rates for future and reparation. 


- 19805. Southern Creosoting Industries (Republic Creosoting Co., 


a Ala., and other members), vs. Alabama Great Southern 
et al. 

Rates and charges and rules and practices in violation of 
section 1 of the act, on forest products from points in Alabama, 
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, South Carolina, Tenn- 
essee and Virginia to interstate destinations because of assess- 
ment of 2% cents per 100 pounds for services involved in transit 
practice. Asks relief for future. 

Ln F yen tanops Sand & Gravel Co. et al., Leesburg, Fila., 
va; A.C. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 6 of the act, on sand and 
gravel from points in Georgia to points in Florida. Asks rates 
for future and reparation. 


. 19807. Alabama Packing Co. et al. Birmingham, Ala., vs. A. & 


V. et al. 

Rates in violation of first three sections of the act, on ordinary 
livestock from points in Illinois, Indiana, Missouri, Iowa, Ne- 
braska and Texas to Birmingham, Ala. Asks rates for future 
and reparation. 


- 19808. The Mathieson Alkali Works, New York, N. Y., vs. N. & 


W. et al. 

Alleges violations of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on caustic soda 
and soda ash from Saltville, Va., to points in Mississippi, in 
Louisiana east of the Mississippi river but including west-bank 
points in the New Orleans Industrial- District, Helena, Ark., and 
to Pensacola, Fla., and ints taking same rates; that defendants 
have refused to establish joint through rates on caustic soda 
and soda ash from Saltville to destinations indicated via Mis- 
sissippi-Warrior barge line. Asks rates and routes via barge 
line for future. 


. 19809. Pecos Valley Lumber Co., Roswell, N. M., vs. Santa Fe 


et al. 

Unreasonable charges on roofing and roofing material from 
nega Ill., to Roswell, N. M. Asks rates for future and repara- 
tion. 


. 19811. B. T. Babbitt, Inc., Albany, N. Y., vs. N. ¥. C 
ac 


Illegal charges on damaged b late (waster sheels) from 
Weehawken, N. J., and New York City to Albany, N. Y. Asks 
cease and desist order and reparation. 


. 19812. Estate of W. Minor Woodward and Stewart M. Woodward, 


o— business as Woodward & Son, Richmond, Va., vs. Southern 
et al. P 

Unreasonable charges on lumber from Kingsville, S. C., to 
Liberty, N. C. Asks reparation. 


. 19813. The Colorado Portland Cement Co., Denver, Colo., vs. 


to time. We that read 


Ahnapee & Western et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1, 3 and 13 of the act, on portland 
cement from Portland and Boettcher, Colo., to destinations in 
Scale IV territory in Wyoming, Montana, South Dakcta, Kansas 
and Nebraska. Asks rates for future. 


TRAFFIC CLUBS 


(The follo Het of traffic clubs 7 be published po on J time 
ers notify us any errors or of any 
knowledge.) 


changes or additions of which they have any 


O.—Traffic Study Club of Akron. H. E. Fox, Pres:; 


Akron, 
K. K. Bradley, Secy. and Treas. 


Akron (O.) Traffic Club. F. T. Sturtevant; pres.; H. L. Sova- 


cool, Secy. 
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A MISSING 
TARIFF 


can cause a lot of trouble. It may 
be the cause of getting out a car 
today that could have been held 
over until tomorrow to take ad- 
vantage of a reduction. It may 
mean a lost opportunity to hurry 
out a car today to forestall 
tomorrow’s advance. 


And every traffic manager knows 
the delay and grief incident to set- 
tling overcharge and undercharge 
claims resulting from shipping 
under rates that have been revised 
without his knowledge. 


The traffic department in which 


The raffic Bulletin 


is checked over each week 
is spared these expenses 
and annoyances, for in 
THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 
is printed a complete list of 
the tariffs filed with the Com- 
mission in the current week. 


Last week’s TRAFFIC BUL- 
LETIN contained over thirty other 
items of almost equal importance 
to the shipper. May we send you 
a copy? 


_ _ The Traffic Bulletin 
418 S. Market St. Chicago, Illinois 
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The Industrial Opportunity of the Age 


Draw a line from Chicago to New York, then to Norfolk, to Birmingham, to St. Louis, and back to Chicago, 
and you will have an irregular geometric figure which will include: the great industrial district of America. 


mse iisee 8 
HILADELPHIA® 


CHATTANOOGA 


BIRMINGHAM 


The industrial future of our country promises to be very great, and the greatest development will be in this 
district, because among other things— 


It has the largest percentage of our total population. 

Its population is increasing more rapidly than any 
other part of the country. 

Its factories are the outstanding ihdustrial plants of 
the world. 

It contains practically all of the iron and steel 
manufacturing industry of the country. 

Its coal fields are the finest in the world in quality 
and largest in extent. 


It has vast undeveloped pools of oil and natural gas. 

Its power facilities, both steam and hydro-electric, 
ee immense, with production costs extremely 
ow. 

It has in commercial quantities practically all of 
the important raw materials used in manu- 
factures. 

It has splendid railroad transportation, with well 


developed’ Seaboard and Lake ports. 


Truly This Seetion Offers the Industrial nity of the:Age. 


signi: Jtenast H.W sist oMerT sieges? 
THE: CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO RAILWAY=lines averse the very heart of this district, and afford itfast-and dépendabie 
freight and passenger service to and from alb=points=-Alorg these‘lines in Virginia}“West Nirginia, Kentucky, Ohio and Indiana 
are wonderful, opportunities for suecessful.- manufacturing. 


Our Industrial Department will gladly furnish facts to convince you that the cost of production is lower in the CHESA- 
PEAKE AND OHIO territory than in any other. industrial section of the country. Address: 


INDUSTRIAL: DEPARTMENT 


CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO RAILWAY COMPANY 
RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 











Albany, N. Y.—Capital District Traffic Association. D. G. 
Kibbey, Pres.; C. L. Ferguson, Secy. 

Atlanta—Traffic Club of Atlanta. T. B. Curtis, Pres.; F. B. 
Porter, Secy.-Treas. 

Baltimore—Traffic Club of Baltimore. A. J. Brgnnen, Pres.; 
C. B. France, Secy. 

Battle Creek (Mich.) Traffic Club, E. C. Nettels, Pres.; 
Eugene Wallace, Secy.-Treas. 

Birmingham (Ala.) Traffic and Transportation Club. 3E..M. 
Cole, Pres.; R. A. McCaffrey, Secy. 

Boston, Mass.—The Association of Railway and Steamboat 
Agents of Boston. C. C. Dasey, Pres.; W. M. Macomber, Secy.- 
Treas. 

Bridgeport (Conn.) Traffic Association. H. J. Benzie, Pres.; 
A. Winter, Secy. 

Brooklyn—tTraffic Club of Brooklyn, Chamber of Commerce. 
Frank Bilek, Pres.; W. A. Becker, Secy.-Treas. 

Buffalo Transportation Club. J. F. Dowling, Pres.; Fred 
Norcliffe, Secy.-Treas. 


Canton (O.) Traffic Club. F. A. Smith, Pres.; L. D. Ellis, 
Secy. 

Charlotte (N. C.) Traffic Club. C. D. Turner, Pres. 

Chattanooga Traffic and Transportation Club. "y. L. Griffith, 
Pres.; B. R. Shepherd, Secy.-Treas. 

Chicago Traffic Club. A. E. Clift, Pres.; H. E. MacNiven, 
Secy. 

Chicago, Junior Traffic Club of. H. W. Hamilton, Pres.; 
J. E. Paulen, Secy. 


Cincinnati Traffic Club. J. W. Flannery, Pres.; G. W. Doll, 


ecy. 

Cincinnati—The Association of Traffic Students. C. H. Huf- 
nagel, Pres.; T. W. McCaffery, Secy. 

Clarksburg (W. Va.) Traffic Club. O. W. Robinson, Pres.; 
F. G. Kinney, Secy.-Treas. 

Cleveland Traffic Club. J. E. Anderson, Pres.; W. A. Ray, 
Secy. 
Columbus, O., Transportation Club. C. O. Ruggles, Pres.; 
C. H, Brown, Secy. 

Cortland, N. Y.—Industrial Traffic Club of Cortland. H. B. 
Darling, Chairman: P. F. McManus, 

Dayton, O.—Miami Valley Traffic Club. G. W. Wood, Pres.; 
M. T. Otto, Secy. 

Dallas Traffic Club. B. W. Thomas, Pres.; C. V. Ruden, 
Secy.-Treas. 

Davenport, Ia.—Tri-City Traffic Club. G. A. Shields, Pres.; 
A. J. Christiansen, Secy.-Treas. 

Decatur (IL)’ Transportation Club. D. C. O’Dell, Pres.; 
J. W. Beckum, Secy. 

Des Moines Transportation Club. E. J. Heck, Pres.; A. L. 
Johnson, Secy.-Treas. 

Denver Traffic Club. R. W. Lentz, Pres.; T. V. Kirk, Secy. 
and Treas. 

Denver Commercial Traffic Club. E. L. Adams, Pres.; C. J. 
Hotchkiss, Secy.-Treas. 

P Detroit Traffic Club. J. H. Myler, Pres.; T. R. Cochrane, 
ecy. 

Detroit, Mich. Motor-City Traffic Club. E. F. Stewart, Pres.; 
F. A. Salter, Secy. 

Elmira (N. Y.) Traffic Club. C. F. Bagley, Pres.; M. J. Wil- 
son, Secy.-Treas. 

El Paso Traffic Club. L. V. Gardiner, Pres.; F. C. Tockle, 
Secy.-Treas. 

- Erie Traffic Club.: P. W. Herrick, Pres.; W. M. Eismann, 
ecy. 


Evansville (Ind.) Transportation Club. O. T. Myerhoff, Pres.; 
R. E .Ferguson, Secy.-Treas. 

Flint (Mich.) Transportation Club. E. D. Grinnell, Pres.; 
J. E. MeKenna, Secy. and Treas. 

Fort Wayne (Ind.) Transportation Club. J. A. Greenland, 
Pres.; C. L. Saurbaugh, Secy. 

Fort Worth Traffic Club. E. E. Wyatt, Pres.; I. 8. McCon- 
nell, Secy. 

Freeport, Ill.—Greater Freeport Traffic Club. W. H. Jenner, 
Pres.; F. F. Pepperdine, Secy. 

Greater Binghamton (N. Y.) Traffic Club. A. A. Gerlitz, 
Pres.; J. A. Simmons, Secy. 

Grand Rapids Transportation Club. L. M. MacPherson, 
Pres.; P. F. Burns, Secy. 

Hartford Traffic Association of Hartford (Conn.) and Vi- 
cinity. W. P. Price, Pres.; O. R. Peterson, Secy. and Treas. 

Houston Traffic Club. W. T. Keith, Pres.; A. R. Canfield, 
Secy. 

Indianapolis—The Traffic Club of Indianapolis. 
Pres.; W. D. Collins, Secy. 
Jackson (Mich.) Transportation Club. H. A. Plumer, Pres.; 
G. L. Baldwin, Secy. 

Jacksonville (Fla.) Traffic Club. F. C. Hillyer, Pres. ; sie Es, 
Smith, Secy.-Treas. 

Jamestown (N. Y.) Traffic Club. R. C. Kohn, Pres.; O. M. 
Odell, Secy.-Treas. 


L. N. Helm, 
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Jefferson City (Mo.) Traffic Club. D. M. Oberman, Preg,; 
C. Morrow, Secy. 

Jersey City Traffic Club. J. E. DeShazo, Pres.; J. J. Cy. 
lington, Secy. 

Joplin (Mo.) Traffic Club. T. B. Martin, Pres.; W. RB. 
Schreirer, Secy.-Treas. 

Kalamazoo Traffic Club. H. W. Moore, Pres.; A. J. Dun. 
ning, Secy. 

Kansas City Traffic Club. A. W. Mackie, Pres.; A. A. Lut. 
trell, Secy.-Treas. 

Knoxville (Tenn.) Traffic Club. A. M. McCabe, Pres.; §. L, 
Carson, Secy.-Treas. 

Lancaster, Pa.—Traffic Club of Manufacturers’ Assn. J. PD, 
Mummert, Chairman; A. J. Kohler, Secy. 

Lansing (Mich.) "Traffic Club. D. C. Whitmore, Pres.; C. Bp. 
Tefft, Secy. 

Lincoln (Neb.) Traffic Cllub. R. W. McGinnis, Pres.; E. L, 
Jones, Secy. 

Little Rock (Ark.) Traffic Club. G. A. Weldon, Pres.; J, 
Meaders, Secy.-Treas. 


Los Angeles Transportation Club. E. D. Briggs, Pres.; 


L. G. Wilson, Secy.-Treas. 
Los Angeles Women’s Traffic Club. Gertrude B. Sears, 
Pres.; Dessie M. Phipps, Treasurer. 
Louisville Transportation Club. H. T. Lively, Pres.; C. A. 
Pennington, Secy. 
Madison, (Wis.) Traffic Club. 
Cavanaugh, Secy.-Treas. 
Mansfield (O.) Traffic Managers’ Division of the Manufac- 
turers’ Club. C. K. Smaltz, Chairman; W. T. Leonard, Secy. 
Marion (O.) Traffic Club. W. B. Lindsay, Pres.; L. R. Camp- 
bell, Secy. and Treas. 
. Memphis Traffic Club. W. D. May, Pres.; H. H. Schutt, 
ecy. 
Milwaukee Traffic Club. J. E. Kraseman, Pres.; Ervin 
Manske, Secy. and Treas. 
Minneapolis Traffic Club. G. R. Martin, Pres.; L. L. San- 
ford, Secy. 
Minneapolis Junior Traffic Club. A. F. Noot, Pres.; J. T. 
Keniut, Secy. 
Mount Vernon (N. Y.) Traffic Forum. G. F. Griffiths, Pres.; 
H. J. Muller, Secy.-Treas. 
Mobile Traffic Club. J. E. Paterson, Pres.; HB. E. Quincy, 
Secy. and Treas. 
Montreal, Can., Traffic Club of; James Fitzsimons, Pres.; 
VP: TF. Parker, Secy. -Treas. 
Nashville, Tenn.—The Traffic Club of Nashville. R. D. Her 
bert, Pres.; Earl Roach, Secy. 
P Newark Traffic Club. W. A. Ruehl, Pres.; R. W. Tims, 
ecy. 
Newark, N. J. New Jersey Industrial Traffic Club. E. B. 
Johnson, Pres.; C. J. Fagg, Secy. 
New England Traffic Club, Boston. G. L. Graham, Pres.; 
P. L. Stuart, Secy. 
New Orleans, Traffic Club of. S. R. Barnett, Pres.; W. G. 
Yung, Secy. 
. New York Traffic Club. H. C. Snyder, Pres.; C. A. Swope, 
ecy. 
_New York Traffic Forum. W. C. McKenna, Pres.; N. G. 
Hoyer, Secy. 
New York, N. Y. Traffic Club of the Queensboro Chamber 
of Commerce. E. J. Tarof, Pres.; P. W. Moore, Secy. 
New York Junior Traffic Club. J. E, McDonald, Pres.; 
V. Wanamaker, Secy. 
New York, N. Y.—American Commerce ‘Association. Trafic 
Club. 8. BE. Hughes, Pres.; F. N. Tillier, Secy. 
New York, N. Y.—Railway and Steamship Traffic Associa 
tion. N. BE. H. Allen, Pres.; H. V. Ferrer, Secy. 
New York, N. Y.—Cooperative Traffic Association of New 
York. P. J. Winters, Pres.; C. J. Baker, Secy. 
Norfolk-Portsmouth (Va.) Traffic Club. 
Pres.; R. T. Etheredge, Secy. . 
Oakland (Calif.y Traffic Club. J. D. Yates, eer. T. Har- 
rington, Secy.-Treas. 
Off City-Franklin (Pa.) Traffic Club. L. A. Martin, Pres.; 
J. V. Lukehart, Secy. 
Oklahoma City Traffic Club. C. B. Robertson, Pres.; H. B. 
Krarup, Secy.-Treas. 
Omaha Traffic Club. M.S. Hartman, Pres.; W. V. C..McCor- 
mack, Secy. and Treas. 
. Paris (Tex.) Traffic Club. J. K. Dirmeyer, Pres.; 'C. EB. Cot 
Secy.-Treas. 
Pennsacola (Fla.) Traffic and Transportation One A. L 
Reinschmidt, Pres.; P. W. Reed, Secy. _ 
Peoria Transportation Club. J. Younge, Pres.; O. B. Eddy, 
Secy.-Treas. 
Philadelphia Traffic Club. J. P. Brown, Pres.; W. H. Mont: 
gomery, Secy. 
Philadelphia—Commercial Traffic Managers of Philadelphia. 
B. C. McPherson, Pres.; T. Noel Butler, Secy. 


S. L. Foote, Pres.; R. H. 


. Friedman, 
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Chicago & North Western p passenger service Shy 
2000 growing cities, towns and villages in the nine 
middle western states, putting them in direct touch 
with Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis, Omaha, Sioux 
City, Milwaukee and other important commercial 
centers. 


Modern all-steel equipment, the most scientific appliances and 
safeguards are used for the expeditious movement of trains 
and the safety of passengers. 


West and 


Passenger Service 


> = Northwest 


Chicago: & North Western freight service offersevery 
facility in modern way operation toward the 
expeditious handlingof carload andlessthancarload 
shipments. Time Freight Trains and Thru Merchan- 
dise Cars scheduled between its various terminal 
points afford excellent service to stations on its own 
lines and connections. Practically all points in the 
west and northwest are placed in direct touch with 
each other by this splendid service. 


For travel information, reservations and tickets and full information regarding freight shipments, apply to 
H. W. BEYERS, Freight Traffic Manager C. A, Cairns, Passenger Traffic Manager 
226 W. Jackson Street, Chicago 226 W. Jackson Street, Chicago 


CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERNRY. 


“Exactly 7 ent T-S-C 
‘VW ATCHING” 
SERVICE 


Rendering traffic service to industry, large and small, for 
the last twenty years and producing a publication recog- 
nized as the authority on traffic matters in the United 
States, the Traffic Service Corporation long since arrived 
at the point where it stands alone as a dispenser of correct, 
intelligent, and prompt traffic service. 


Watching for happenings in Washington vital to the interests 
of our clients, making ourselves their eyes and ears, so to 
speak, and furnishing individual, daily reports by letter or 
wire as desired, is one branch of its varied service. 


Scores of the most prominent traffic managers are finding 
this service indispensable. If you have to do with traffic 
you need it. _ Write for particulars to— 


The Traffic Service Corporation 


Service Department 
310 Mills Building Washington, D. C. 
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Philadelphia—Philatra Traffic Association. C. C. Slothower, 
Pres.; C. H. Beard, Secy. 

Pittsburgh Traffic Club. W. J. Herman, Pres.; A. H. Orr, 
Secy. 

Pittsburgh, The Traffic and Transportation Association of. 
J. J. Reilly, Pres.; Thos. Byers, Secy. 

Port Huron, Mich.—St. Clair River District Transportation 
Club. P. N. Moore, Pres.; E. G. Chadwick, Secy. * 

Portland (Maine) Traffic Club. G. J. Browne, Pres. 

Portland (Ore.) Industrial Traffic Club. F. P. Kensinger, 
Pres.; L. L. Brosy, Secy. 

Portland (Ore.) Transportation Club. H. H. Keck, Pres.; 
F. O. Curtis, Secy.-Treas. 

Providence, R. I—Traffic Club of the Providence Chamber 
of Commerce. J. A. Leon, Chairman; E. C. Southwick, Secy. 

Richmond (Va.) Traffic Club. D. W. Champlin, Pres.; W. B. 
Lee, Secy. 

Rochester, N. Y.—Traffic Club of the Rochester Chamber 
of Commerce. I. G. Zoerner, Chairman; F. W. Burton, Secy. 

Saginaw (Mich.) Traffic Club. L. F. Swartout, Pres.; D. 
MacDonald, Secy.-Treas. 

St. Louis Traffic Club. W. R. Huey, Pres.; S. E. Wilson, 
Secy. 

St. Louis, Junior Traffic Club of. R. L. Duggan, Pres.; 
E. L. Neuhaus, Secy. 


St. Paul Transportation Club. A. J. Dickinson, Pres.; C. A. 
Liggett, Secy. 

San Antonio (Tex.) Traffic Club. R. L. Gohmert, Pres.; 
Chas. Wynne, Secy.-Treas. , 

San Diego (Calif.) Traffic Club. J. B. A. Brennan, Pres.; 
G. F.. Reil, Secy. 

San Francisco Transportation Club. N. K. Lockwood, Pres.; 
W. J. Martin dale, Secy. 

San Francisco-Pacific Traffic Association. S. K. Burke, 
Pres.; E. S. Clark, Secy. 

San Francisco Women’s Traffic Club. Winifred Bauer, Pres.; 
Lee Wegner, Secy. 

Savannah Traffic Club. H. M. Emerick, Pres.; L. L. Mc- 
Donald, Secy.-Treas. 

Seattle Transportation Club. A. F. Haines, Pres.; E. W. 
Mosher, Secy.-Treas. 

Shreveport (La.) Traffic Club. C. C. Phillips, Pres.; John 
Rieves, Secy. 

Sioux City Traffic Club. R. G. Larson, Pres.; J. B. Williams, 
Secy.-Treas. 
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South Bend (Ind.) Traffic Club. G. S. Hess, Pres.; G. Ww. 
Orewiler, Secy.-Treas. 

Springfield (Mass.) Traffic Club. D. L. Topham, Pres.; 
B. A. Hapgood, Secy.-Treas. 

Spokane Transportation Club. E. L. Cardle, Pres.; F. J. 
Greene, Secy.-Treas. 

Syracuse Traffic Club. J. J. Jacobs, Pres.; F. M. Varah 
Secy. 

Tacoma Traffic Club. E. R. Cronkite, Pres.; T. I. McGrath, 
Secy. ‘ 

Toledo Transportation Club. W. I. Nokely, Pres.; W. J. 
Chisholm, Secy. 

Toronto, Can.—The Transportation Club of Toronto. W. R. 
Ingram, Pres.; W. J. Hotrum, Secy. 

Trenton (N. J.) Traffic Club. H. W. Trimmer, Pres.; G. E. 
Mace, Secy. 

Troy, N. Y.—The Traffic Club, Inc., of Troy. W. J. Cipperly, 
Pres.; G. S. Glass, Secy. 

Tulsa, Okla.—Traffic Club of Tulsa. W. W. Stumph, Pres.; 
B. A. Everett, Secy. 

Tuscarawas County (Ohio) Traffic Club. H. B. Bodenhamer, 
Pres.; E. P. Harris, Secy. 

Twin City Traffic Club (St. Joseph and Benton Harbor 
(Mich.) B. S. Barnes, Pres.: G. E. Riley, Secy. 

Twin City Women’s Traffic Club (Minneapolis and St. Paul). 
Mrs. Mynoma De Groff, Pres.; Miss Emily Knutson, Secy. 

Utica (N. Y.) Traffic Club. E. T. Foxenberg, Pres.; C. E. 
Darrigrand, Secy. and Treas. 

Waco Traffic Club. R. L. Goebel, Pres.; J. D. Hughett, Secy,- 
Treas. 

Washington Traffic Club. 8. R. Bowen, Pres.; R. F. Rich. 
ardson, Secy. 

Wheeling (W. Va.) Traffic Club. J. A. Sonnhalter, Pres.; 
P. H. Michel, Secy. 

Wichita Falls (Tex.) Traffic Club. A. A. ‘Spencer, Pres.; 
J. W. Chatham, Jr., Secy.-Treas. 

Wichita Traffic Club. H. G. Watts, Pres.; W. C. More- 
house, Secy.-Treas. 

Windsor, Ontario, Can.—Border Cities Transportation Club. 
D. J. Bourke, Pres.; E. H. Cooper, Secy.-Treas. 

Worcester (Mass.) Traffic Association. W. 8. Taylor, Pres.; 
Ernest Opitz, Secy. 

York (Pa.) Traffic Club. Edward Kleffman, Pres.; B. N. 
Gingerich, Secy. 

Youngstown (Ohio) Traffic Club. C. P. Fairbanks, Pres.: 
P. B. Wait, Secy.-Treas. 


Docket of the Commission 





NOTE—lItems in the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are new, 
having been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. Cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this Docket will be noted elsewhere. 


July 2—New York, N. Y.—Examiner McGrath: 
9644—Federated Metals Corp. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
19612—Federated Metals Corp. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
st hes ge D. C.—Examiner Corbitt: 
os 996—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Chicago & Tilinois Western R. R. 
Jul uy. 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Johnston: 
aluation No. 987—In re tentative valuation of the properties of 
the Monongahela Connecting R. R. Co. and the Eastern R. R. 


July 2—Washington, D. C.—Examiner O’Neill: 
Valuation No. 991—Tentative valuation of the property of the Rail- 
way Transfer Co. of City of Minneapolis. 


July 2—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
18724—Summers Fertilizer Co., Inc., vs. Canton R. R. et al. 
{731 Bronswicke Balke-Callender Co. vs. P. M. Ry. et al. 
18872—The Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co. vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. 


et al. 
18732—Andrews Bros. et al. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
Jul uy, 2—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Walter: ° 
al. Dkt. No. In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Minneapolis Eastern Railway Company. 
July 25—San Francisco, Calif.—Examiner Disque: 
1 Kraft Cheese Co. et al. vs. L. A. & S. L. R. R. et al. 
19471—Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs. C. & O. Ry. et al. 


July 25—Madison, Wis.—Special Examiner Rogers: 
18299 —The Railroad Commission of Wisconsin vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 


July 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Carney: 
- & S. 2924—Import and coastwise rates on sugar from New Orleans 
to Oklahoma. 
July 26—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
18428 Galveston Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
19016—Modern Chemical Manufacturing Co., Inc., Dallas, Tex:., vs. 
A. & S. Ry. et al. 
Tell cae Ill.—Director Bartel and Examiner Rice: 
1 (and consolidated cases)—Rules for car-hire settlement. 
ba rt York, N. Y.—Examiner McGrath: 
ae Strauss Packing Co., Inc., vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
“2 oe Francisco, Calif .— Examiner Dieape: 
19399—-Golden Eagle Milling Co. et al. vs. D. & R. G. W. R. R. et al. 





July 27—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
lL, & S. 2909—Canned goods, carloads, from Pacific Coast points to 
Middle Section of U. S. 


July 27—Montgomery, Ala.—Examiners Stiles and Parker and Com- 
missioner Taylor: 
“aon arene Investigation Part 9—Livestock Southern Ter- 
rito 
18487—-Atlanta Live Stock Dealers et al. vs. L. & N. ie R, et al. 
18500—Southeastern Live Stock Assn. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
18559—Kentucky Farm Bureau Federation vs. C. & O. ps Hn et al. 


July 27—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Walsh: 
Val. Dkt. No. 985—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Lakeside & Marblehead meng Company. 


July 29—Argument at Washington, C.: 
roe No. 5472—Construction of line by Gulf, Colorado and Santa 
e Ry. 


July 29—Boston, Mass.—Examiner McGrath: 
19082 (and Sub. 1)—H. B. Smith Co. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
19605—Ashland Leather Co: vs. C. & O. Ry. et al. 


Jul ly 29—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
inance No. 6244—Aéquisition of control of St. Louis, Kennett & 
Southeastern R. R. by St. Louis-San Francisco Ry. 

* Finance No. 6245—Acquisition by St. Louis-San Francisco Ry. of 
opmerol of Butler Co. R. R. by purchase of capital stock and by 
ease. 

* Finance No. 6253—Bonds of St. Louis-San Francisco Ry. 


August 1—Chicago, Ill.—Chairman Esch: 
11224 (and Sub. < So oe Coal Merchants’ Assn. vs. D. G., as 
Agent, A. T. & §. F. Ry. et al. (further hearing). 
— —: ft—Portland Ore.—Examiner Disque: 
3—Blake McFall Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al, 
August 1—Louisville, Ky.—Examiners Stiles and Parker 
17000—Rate Structure Investigation Part 9-“Livestock Southern Ter- 
ritory Rates. 
18487—Atlanta Live Stock Dealers et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 
18500—Southeastern Live Stock Assn. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
18559—-Kentucky Farm Bureau Federation vs. C. & O. Ry. et al. 


August 4—Harrisburg, -Pa.—Public Service Commission of Pa.: 

* Finance No. 6335—Joint Application of Western New York and 
Pennsylvania Ry. and Pennsylvania R. R. lessee, for authority 
to abandon that portion of the Wolf Creek Branch of the Western 
New York and Pennsylvania Ry. extending from the Junction 
with the spur <p to Mine No. 5 to the Terminus of said 
branch at Redmond 
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“BURLINGTON HOUR” 
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at the . 


CHICAGO UNION STATION 


5:15 P. M.! The busiest moment of the fullest hour 
in the pulsating life of the splendid Chicago Union Station 
presents the striking spectacle of four great Burlington 
trains drawn up on contiguous tracks—steam up—person- 
nel on the qui vive! 


It is doubtful that such a galaxy of crack trains is 
gathered together at one moment on any other railroad 
anywhere else in America. Every one of the four is a dis- 
tinguished, de luxe train—a thorobred stripped for action. 


At 5:30 the great DENVER 
LIMITED moves, and in an- 
other minute is gone from view 
on its 1,000-mile flight to Denver 
and the Rocky Mountains. At 
6:00 the MISSOURI LIMITED 
silently pulls away—headed for 
Kansas City and St. Joseph. 


‘NEBRASKA LIMITED de- 
parts at 6:15 for Omaha and 
Lincoln, followed at exactly 6:30 
by the peerless BLACK HAWK 
for St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Northwest. 


Thus, in one hour the Burlington starts 800 people—on 
business, on pleasure, on every sort of errand—to distant 
places which the genius of American railroading has 
brought close together. 


_ And this is less than half the story of Burlington’s 
Chicago service. 


10:30 this morning witnessed the departure of the 
COLORADO LIMITED. Five minutes later the great 
NORTH COAST LIMITED left for St. Paul, Minne- 
apolis, Spokane, Seattle, Tacoma and Portland, with the 
YELLOWSTONE PARK COMET wheeling out at the 
same moment. At 8:45 p. m. the COMMERCIAL LIM- 
ITED (newest Burlington train) leaves on its swift flight 
to St. Paul and Minneapolis. At 11:00 p. m. the famous 





ORIENTAL LIMITED pulls out for St. Paul, Minne- 
apolis, Glacier National Park and all the Pacific Northwest, 
followed at 11:30 by the OVERLAND EXPRESS for 
Denver, the Royal Gorge, Salt Lake City and California. 


* ok * * * 


And so in the thirteen hours from 10:30 a. m. to 11:30 
p. m. ten great flyers go out of the Chicago Union Station 
over the Burlington Route—headed West, Northwest, 
Southwest, EVERYWHERE WEST. 


Every train is really several 
trains. That is—the same Ori- 
ental Limited, which leaves Chi- 
cago tonight for Seattle and 
Portland, makes its next start 
from here seven days later, and 
meantime another Oriental Lim- 
ited leaves Chicago every night 
for seven more days. 


It is the same with the 
North Coast Limited. Eight edi- 
tions of this train always on the 
road between Chicago and the 
North Pacific Coast. 


When the de luxe Denver 
Limited was installed in June this year, four Denver Lim- 
iteds were born. There are four editions of the Colorado 
Limited and four of the Denver Overland Express; two 
Nebraska Limiteds, two Missouri Limiteds, two Black 
Hawks, two Commercial Limiteds, five Yellowstone 
Comets. 


The ten peerless flyers are really forty-one separate and 
distinct trains carrying more than 500 cars which are on the 
go every day—all the time, constituting the Burlington’s 
regular Chicago service to and from Omaha, Lincoln, Den- 
ver, Kansas City, St. Joseph, St. Paul, Minneapolis, Yellow- 
stone Park, Glacier National Park, the North Pacific 
Coast, California—West, Northwest, Southwest—EVERY- 
WHERE WEST. 
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August 8—Boise, Ida.—Examiner Disque: 
19459—State of Idaho, Ex Rel, Public Utilities Commission of Idaho, 
vs. O. S.°L. R. R. et al. 
August 9—Boise, Ida.—Examiner Disque: 
19567—Boise Payette Lumber Co. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 


August 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Folsom: 

aluation No. 671—Tentative valuation of the property of the Cen- 
tralia Eastern R. R. 

Valuation No. 676—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Billings & Central Montana Ry. be 

Valuation No. 802—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Minnesota & International Ry. et al. 

Valuation No. 836—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Duluth Union Depot & Transfer Co. 

Valuation No. 959—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Northern Pacific Ry. 


August 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Glover: 
e+ Section Application No. 13115—Filed by Florida East Coast 
way. 


Ages 12—Salt Lake City, Utah.—Examiner Disque: 
19303—Utah Shippers Traffic Assn. vs. O. S. L. R. R. et al. 
19706—Utah Shippers’ Traffic Assn. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. et al. 
August 18—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hendon: 
Val. Dkt. No. 982—In re tentative valuation of the property of 
the Chicago & Calumet River Railroad Company. 


August 22—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Walton: 
Valuation No. 1004—In re tentative valuation of the property of 
the Peoria & Pekin Union Ry. 
August 23—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Johnston: 
Valuation No. 1002—In re tentative valuation of the property of 
Millers Creek R. R. 


August 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Macomber: 
Valuation No. 1005—In re tentative valuation of the properties of 
the Massena Terminal R. R. 


August 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Walter: 
Valuation No. 976—In re tentative valuation of the property of 
the Alabama, Tennessee & Northern Ry. 


August 29—Chicago, Ill—Examiners Stiles and Parker: 
17000—Rate Structure Investigation—Part 9—Live stock, western 
district rates. 
14190—American National Live Stock Assn. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. Ry. et al. 
1. & S. 2917—Livestock from Western points to Chicago-Milwaukee 
territory. 
15565—Live Stock Traffic Assn. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
as a ™ Se ng National Live Stock Assn. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
. Ry. et al. 
ba ee se nae City Live Stock Exchange et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
y. et al. 
16131—Healy & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
19042—D. G. Vick et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
boy ay et pamaetice an Live Stock Shippers’ League vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. 
et al. 
19426—Clayton & Murnan et al. vs. O. S. L. R. R. et al. 
19736—Cudahy Packing Co. vs. O. S. L. R. R. et al. 


September 6—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Quimby: 
Valuation No. 897—In re tentative valuation of the properties of 
the Wabash Ry. et al. 
Valuatton No. 776—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
New Jersey, Indiana & Illinois R. R. 


sare ef 6—Estes Park, Colo.—Commissioner Hall and Examiner 


es: 
14968—-Victor-American Fuel Co. et al. vs. D. & S. L. R. R. et al. 
(further hearing). 


September 7—Boston, Mass.—Director Bartel and Examiner Rice: 
17801 (and consolidated cases)—Rules for car-hire settlement. 

September 12—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Ames: 

*1. & S. 293 (and ist supplement)—Off-track station and con- 
structive receipt and delivery of freight at St. Louis, Mo., and 
East St. Louis, Tl. 

* 19594—Transfer of freight within St. Louis and East St. Louis by 
dray and truck for and on behalf of railroads. 


September 12—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Director Bartel and Examiner Rice: 
7801 (and consolidated cases)—Rules for car-hire settlement. 


September 12—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Marchand and Walsh: 
Valuation No. 875—In re tentative valuation of the properties of 
the Philadelphia & Reading Ry. et al. 
Valuation No. 738—Atlantic City R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 762—Catasauqua and Fogelsville R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 772—Chester & Delaware River R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 680—Gettysburg & Harrisburg Ry. Co. 
Valuation No. 624—Middletown & Hummelstown R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 481—North East Pennsylvania R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 490—Perkiomen R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 711—Philadelphia & Chester Valley R. R. 
Valuation No. 748—Philadelphia, Newton & New York R. R. 
Valuation No. 752—Pickering Valley R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 622—Port Reading R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 766—Reading and Columbia R. R. Co. 
Valuation No, 623—Rupert & Bloomsburg R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 708—Stony Creek R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 662—Williams Valley R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 827—Ironton R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 819—Tamaqua, Hazleton & Northern R. R. Co. 
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September 14—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Boat: 
upplemental Fourth Section Order No. 7542, enterd May 8, 1923, 
in No. 9702, Memphis-Southwestern Investigation, and applica- 
tions covered thereby (further hearing). 


September 15—Washington, D. C.—Director Burnside: 
Finance No. 313—In re Bingham and Garfield Railway Company, 
Finance No. 681—In re Nevada Northern Railway Company. 
Finance No. 768—In re Ray and Gila Valley Railroad Company. 


September 17—Kansas City, Mo.—Director Bartel and Examiner Rice: 
17801 (and consolidated cases)—Rules for car-hire settlement. 


September 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Corbitt: 
Valuation No. 882—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
West Side Belt R. R.» 
Valuation No. 835—In re tentative valuation of the Pittsburgh ¢ 
West Virginia Ry. ° 


September 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Davis: 

Finance No. 4818—Application of Chesapeake & Ohio Ry. for au- 
thority to construct lines of railroad in Mingo, Wyoming & Ral- 
eigh counties, W. Va. 

Finance No. 5161—Application of Guyandot & Tug River R. R. for 
gaa to construct a railroad in Mingo and Wyoming counties, 


— 3 

Finance No. 6067—Application of Virginia & Western Ry. for au- 
thority to construct a line of railroad in Wyoming and Mingo 
counties, W. Va. 


oom, a. D. C.—Commissioner Meyer and Examiner 
rezise: 
18715—Baltimore Chamber of Commerce vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 


September 24—Ogden, Utah—Director Bartel and Examiner Rice: 
17801 (and consolidated cases)—Rules for car-hire settlement. 


Sept. 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Law: - 
Finance No. 3829—Excess Income of Midland Valley R. R. 


September 27—Portland, Ore.—Director Bartel and Examiner Rice: 
17801 (and consolidated cases)—Rules for car-hire settlement. 


The personnel of the special service 
department of The Traffic Service Cor- 
poration, located in Washington, D. C., 
comprises specialists in the handling 
of rate and traffic problems, who also 
combine a general traffic knowledge 
with that of commerce law. There is 
no better source from which to obtain 
reliable rate and statistical data of 


whatsoever nature for use by com- 
merce attorneys, traffic managers, and 
shippers who contemplate action be- 
fore the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 


The Traffic Service Corporation 


310 Mills Building 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 








LEO C. SEFF 


YOUR ANNOUNCEMENT 


in this directory for 52 consecutive 
issues will cost less than first class 
postage to mail‘ single communi- 
cation to each one of our readers. 
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Its This 
Way: 


—regular routing requires little 
effort—but that personal at- 
tention which we add to the 
regular routing is what makes 
Trans-Continental service 
better and different. 


The extra things that Trans- 
Continental Freight does for 
shippers often makes a differ- 
ence of thousands of dollars a 
year to them. 


Trans-Continental’s 29 years’ 
experience provides economical 
shipping as well. This includes, 
besides freight rates, promptness 
of delivery, expertness in han- 
dling and freedom from damage. 


Ask our nearest branch 








Trans-Continental Freight Co. 


General Offices: 7 So. Dearborn Street, Chicago 
Eastern Offices: 393 Seventh Ave., New York City 


BRANCH OFFICES 


Boston, Mass. Minneapolis, Minn. 
Buffalo, N. Y. Philadelphia, Pa. 
Cincinnati, Ohjo Portland, Ore. 
Cleveland, Ohio St. Paul, Minn. 
Denver, Colo. Salt Lake City, Utah 
Detroit, Mich. San Francisco, Cal. 


Les Angeles, Cal. Seattle, Wash. 


Consolidators of Machinery, Merchan- 
dise, Household Goods, Automobiles, 
etc., for more than 29 years. 


<n ci i ce 
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Shippers: 


BOSTON 
BOSTON TIDEWATER TERMINAL, Ine. 
J. M. Hoffman, V. P. & Gen’l Mgr. 
666 Summer St., Boston 
Adequate, modern dockage facilities, direct 
rail connection all railroads — direct dis- 
charge ship to cars and cars to ship—storage 
direct from ship — no transfer or trucking 
charge. A mile of berthing space — Piers 
100 feet wide. Open storage 
for lumber, pig iron and 
similar bulk cargoes. 


BUFFALO 


KEYSTONE WAREHOUSE CO. 
Seneca and Hamburg Streets 


i] . . 

W. J. Bishop, General Supt. 

Strictly modern warehouses lo- 
cated at the “Hub” of the whole- 
sale and retail districts. Served by 
all railroads entering Buffalo, in- 
cluding the Great Lakes steamers 
and N. Y. Barge lines. Also 


pool car distribution and cartage 
facilities. 





PHILADELPHIA 


PHILADELPHIA TIDEWATER 
TERMINAL 


G. M. Richardsen, Gen. Mgr. and 
reasurer 
10 Chestnut St., Philadelphia 


Berths for 15 largest ocean cargo carriers 
—2 reinforced concrete and steel fireproof 
warehouses—over one million sq. ft. covered 
storage space available — Lowest insurance 
rates — Exceptional facilities for handling 
both general and bulk cargoes — No light- 
erage — Railroad storage yard 500-car ca- 
pacity — Tracks extend entire length all 3 
piers — 25 acre yard adjacent to piers for 
storage and distribution of lumber. 
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The above means great money saving to you. 





. The Chain of Tidewater Terminals 
‘ted and 
| Allied Inland Warehouses 





NEW YORK 


ATLANTIC TIDEWATER TERMINALS 
W. Green, V. P. & Gen’l Mer. 
17 State St., New York 
Two modern fireproof double-decked piers, 1320 ft. 
long, 150 ft. wide—located foot 58th St., Brooklyn— 
within free lighterage limits, affording shipments via 
all railroads—slips 250 ft. wide—Quicker docking and 
undocking, faster arrival and departure. Best labor 
conditions—Faster loading and discharging—Less 
stevedoring costs. No lighter or barge detentions— 


No long trucking—No piling—Maxi- 
mum dispatch. Fireproof storage di- 
rect from ship—No trucking or 
transfer charge. Reasonable stor- 
age and handling charges. 


PHILADELPHIA 
MERCHANTS WAREHOUSE CO., 


10 Chestnut St., Philadelphia, Pa. 
Snowden Henry, Supt. 





Eleven mammoth warehouses, with 
floor area of 1,300,000 square feet, 
served by Penn. R. R. sidings. Larg- 
est operators of public warehouses 
in Philadelphia. Equipped to fur- 
nish any kind of service incident to 
handling of package freight on L. 
Cc. L. shipments. Low insurance. 
Liberal advances on stored goods. 


NORFOLK 


NORFOLK TIDEWATER 
TERMINALS, INC. 
J. A. Meere, Manager, 


Norfolk, Va. 
Three piers, each 1300 ft. long—4 open 
bulkhead berths—8 warehouses with 2,200,- 
000 sq. ft. space— Warehouses served by 
depressed tracks and concrete drives. 
Receiving, delivering and classification 
yards have over 4,000-car capacity — Every 
modern device for rapid and economical 
handling, all classes of cargo— Forty 
acres open storage space for lumber, metals 
and ores. No lighterage. Served by Nor- 
folk’s eight Trunk Lines. 
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your freight to be delivered to these splendid terminals, and warehouses. 


All structures are concrete and steel, completely sprinkler protected, affording greatest safety 
and security with lowest possible insurance rates. Our Single Unit Policy of administration under a 
management specializing in the operation of terminal and warehouse facilities insures uniform stand- 
ards of service to vessels, and shippers alike. Our service costs no more — why pay as much for less? 

Write or telephone the company nearest to you and our rates and arrangements will be promptly 
furnished, together with descriptive illustrated folder. 


HARVEY C. MILLER, President 
319 Commercial Trust Building, Philadelphia, Pa. 
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T he Chesapeake and Ohio Rail Railway 


Between 
| the Great Lakes 


The C & O carries you 
through the canyons of the 
New River and over the 
beautiful Alleghany and 
Blue Ridge Mountains, an 
ever changing panorama of 
wonder scenes, down to the 
briny deep. 


THE SURF BATHING AT VIRGINIA 
SEASIDE RESORTS IS UNSURPASSED 


Service Between the East and West 


THROUGH PULLMAN CARS 


Chicago, Cincinnati, Louisville, 
St. Louis, Indianapolis 


and 


New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
Washington, Richmond, Newport News, 
Norfolk 


Best of connections for all points West and Southwest 
Superior Dining Car Service 


All tickets carry stopover privileges at White Sulphur, 
W. Va., Hot Springs, Va., Charlottesville, Va., Richmond, 
Va., and Washington, D. C. 


O. N. Spain 
General Eastern Passenger Agent 
299 Broadway, N. Y. 


F. E. Landmeier 
Western Passenger Agent 
‘ ko ee St. Louis, Mo. 
eneral Passenger Agent J. B. Edmunds 


Richmond, Va. 
General Agent 
Washington, D. C. 


Jno. D. Potts 
Passenger Traffic Manager 


The CavatrerR Horet—Virginia Beach 
near Norfolk, Va—Smart luxurious— 
thoroughly modern—the new Cavalier 
marks a new development in fine resort 
hotels. Situated at the famous Virginia 
Beach—convenient to one of the country’s 
crack golf courses. Bathing beach—indoor 
salt-water pool—open porches, terraces and 
verandas. Superb Southern cuisine. 


Geo. Coombs 
Asst. General Passenger Agent 
Cincinnati, O. 


R. E. Parsons 
District Passenger Agent 
Louisville, Ky. 
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4 Ways You Can Save Money 


1. IF YOU DO NOT USE METAL 
REINFORCING—The Forest Prod- 
ucts laboratory in their tests of ship- 
ping cases have found that if a metal 
binder were properly placed about a 
box, the material in the sides, top, and 


bottom of that box might be reduced as 
much as 40 per cent without lessening 
its carrying capacity. 

Thus in a box 24 x 24 x 36, using 4% 


inch stock, there are 21 board feet. 
At $25.00 per thousand, the saving in 
material amounts to from 13 cents to 
21 cents per case. 

A New England Paper Manufacturer 
is saving about $15,000.00 a year in the 
cost of packing cases by investigating 
this one way to save money. 

2. IF YOU USE METAL REIN- 
FORCING—1,000 feet, 1 x .015 flat 
band, weight 25.47 pounds, and cost 
$1.78, assuming cost of 7 cents per 
pound. 1,000 feet, No. 13 gauge gal- 
vanized round steel band, of greater 
efficiency, weight 22.40 pounds, and 
cost $1.33, assuming cost of 6 cents per 
pound. 

Saving per 1,000 feet—45 cents, or 25 
per cent. One customer who made 
this comparison saves $4,000.00 yearly. 
3. IF YOU SHIP IN CARLOAD 


LOTS—A NEW IDEA—Gerrard Uni- 
Lastic Stowage, an application of the 
Gerrard Method to carload shipments, 
reduces the cost of loading, reduces un- 
loading costs, eliminates freight paid 
on dunnaze over 30 pounds, besides 
the many other savings that cannot be 
measured in dollars and cents. 

The direct saving in loading costs is 
from $2.00 to $30.00 per car, depend- 
ing upon the commodity and method 
of wood bracing used. 

Gerrard Uni-Lastic Stowage is applic- 
able to all commodities shipped in 
freight cars—a demonstration on your 
carload shipments will show a third 
way to save money. 


4. IF YOU SHIP ANYTHING AT 
ALL—If you have a product unusual 
in shape or size, an interplant shipping 
problem, or ship anything, the Ger- 
rard Method may be applied at a sub- 
stantial money-saving to you. 
For example, another paper manufac- 
turer is saving about $50,000.00 per 
year by adopting the Gerrard recom- 
mendations for shipping flat paper 
stock on skids instead of in cases— 
Gerrard cooperation may find for you 
a fourth way to save money. 

Will you write today? 


GERRARD WIRE TYING MACHINES COMPANY 
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THE INLAND WATERWAYS CORPORATION 
The Secretary of War, Governor Major General T. Q. Ashburn, Chairman of the Board 


Operating the 


Mississippi-Warrior Service 





FEDERAL BARGE LINE 


ANNOUNCING 


EXTENSION OF BARGE SERVICE 
Upper Mississippi River 


BETWEEN 


Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn. 


AND 


St. Louis, Mo. 


Barges now enroute from New Orleans will reach Saint Louis to be forwarded in first 
regular tow leaving Saint Louis August 15th. Thereafter tows will depart northbound 
from Saint Louis every five days. 


Upon arrival of the first tow at Saint Paul and Minneapolis, the first tow will be 
started southbound, and thereafter tows will depart southbound from Minneapolis and 
Saint Paul every five days, turning at Saint Louis. 


All-water rates on general class and commodity traffic on the usual basis of eighty 
per cent of the corresponding all-rail rates will be available between Saint Paul, Minne- 
apolis, and Saint Louis, East Saint Louis, Cairo, Memphis, Helena, Baton Rouge and New 
Orleans. Special rates on domestic and export grain will be offered for southbound move- 
ment from the Twin Cities. 


Through water-and-rail rates are offered from Saint Paul and Minneapolis to points 
in Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma and Texas via Memphis, Helena, Baton Rouge or New 
Orleans. 


Your competitors are using the Barge Line increasingly and with growing 
satisfaction. . 
All inquiries are promptly and courteously answered. 


You can address the nearest representative. 


New Orleans, La Chicago, IIL., New Orleans, La. 
200 Board of Trade Bldg., 521 Austin Bldg., 320 Custom House, 
J. W. Mooney, Asst. to T. M. H. E. Ruddiman, Asst. to T. M. W. M. Hough, G. F. A. 
Houston, Texas, 
Birmingham, Ala., ? New Orleans, La., 
822 Brown Marx Bldg., ae Isabella <n 200 Board of Trade Bldg., 
N. W. Guice, General Agt. . 8 L. I. Bourgeois, General Agt. 
Los Angeles, Calif., 
Chicago, IIl., 807 Pacific Electric Bidg., Saint Louis, Mo., 
521 Austin Bldg., ; C. G. Krueger, Commercial Agt. 244 Customhouse, 
Willis Warren, General Agt. Memphis, Tenn., F. C. Reilly, Asst. to T. M. 
= 7 1224 Cotton Exchange Bldg 
Cincinnati, Ohio, "g Saint Paul, Minn., 
307 Greenwood Building, " C. E. Becker, General Agt. 1417 Pioneer Bidg., 
W. F. Johnson, Commercial Agt. Minneapolis, Minn., Elmer H. Cordes, General Agt. 
523 Marquette Avenue, 
Dallas, Texas, Spencer Gibons, Asst. Gen. Frt. Agt. San Francisco, Calif., 
2615 S. Ewing St., Mobile, Ala., 415 Customhouse, 
L. W. Carson, Trav. Frt. Agt. 315 Van Antwerpt Bidg., T. B. Esty, Pac. Coast Rep. 


H. M. Wilson, Commercial Agt. 
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One of 50 
Internationals in 
the Hoosier 
fleet, 


At left: Speed Truck 
in service of 
Electric Light Dept., 
City of Calgary, 


Prominent Canadian users of 
International Trucks include: 


City of Calgary 
Canadian Bell Telephone Co., Ltd. 
Canadian National Electric Railways 
Canadian National Express 
Canadian National Railway 
Canadian Pacific Express 
Canadian Pacific Railway 
Chatham Hydro System, Chatham, Ont. 
City of Kelowna, B. C. 
City of Regina,“Health Dept. 
La Cie Electrique,Chicoutimi, Que. 
Public Utilities Commission, 

Kitchener, Ont 
Public Utilities Commission,London,Ont. 
British Columbia Public Works Dept. 
Quebec Gov't. Roads, Quebec, Que. 
Quebec Power, Quebec, Que. 
Quebec Southern Power Corp., Montreal 
Sarnia Hydro Commission, Sarnia, Ont. 
Sask. Gov't Telephones, Regina 
Shawinigan Water & Power Co., 

Montreal ° 


Alta. 


Mr. F. H. Miller, Vice- 
President in charge of 
operations for the 
Hoosier Engineering 
Company, states: “We 
have always consid- 
ered the ability to ob- 
tain satisfactory serv- 
ice in any location asa 
major reason for stan- 
dardization. We have 
never had cause, from 
any standpoint, to 
regret having chosen 
Internationals as our 
standard.” 


Engineers Standardize on 


INTERNATIONAL [TRUCKS 


HE Hoosier Engineering Company, 

Indianapolis, is well known throughout 
the electric power field as a corporation 
specializing in transmission line erection. 
It is the job of this organization to turn 
piecemeal materials into live power lines 
stretching over the country. 


Marshes, rivers, forests, and mountains, as well as 
peaceful prairies, have to yield to Hoosier’s engi- 
neering genius. Materials must go into the most 
out-of-the-way places, whether : 
there are roads or not. IN A 


It is for this kind of rigorous 
service that Hoosier Engineer- 
ing Company has standardized 
on International Trucks. Their 
fleet of 50 International Heavy- 


\/ 


INTERNATIONAL \ 


Duties and Speed Trucks, selected and equipped 
for the special work to be done, follows close on 
the heels of Hoosier contracts and demonstrates 
in many communities the great efficiency of this 
engineering firm and its International Trucks. 


Hoosier’s decision to standardize on Internation- 
als was made after wide experience with various 
trucks and all kinds of roads. Quality of product 
and availability of service entered into the decision; 
and International won the count. 


The International line includes the “Special De- 
livery” for loads up to 34-ton; 

A 4 and 6-cylinder Speed Trucks 

IN of 144, 14%, and 2-ton sizes; 

Heavy-Duty Trucks ranging 

from 1¥4 to 5-ton sizes; Motor 

Coaches; and McCormick- 

* Deering Industrial Tractors. 


INTERNATIONAL HARVESTER COMPANY 


OF AMERICA 


{Incor,orated) 


606 So. Michigan Ave. 


Chicago, Illinois 
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Gay riew capital of an international summer 
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playground is this new 


Prince of Wales Hotel 


in the Canadian Rockies, adjoining 


Glacier National Park 


Mail Coupon 


A. J. Dickinson 


Passenger Traffic Manager 
Bortheve Railway 


Great 
St. Paul, Minn. 


I am planning a trip to 


Will leave.................- 
Please quote through fares on the 
Oriental Limited or other Great 


Northern Trains. 








Waterton Lake, site of this magnificent new hotel, is half 
in Canada and half in the United States, thus effecting a 
partnership in the Great Outdoors for two friendly nations. 


Low Round Trip Summer Fares 


are now in effect to Glacier Park, Montana, Gateway to Glacier 
National Park and the Prince of Wales Hotel in the Canadian 
Rockies, and to the Pacific Northwest. 


Go this Summer on the Oriental Limited 


de luxe service—no extra fare. Send for booklets. 


Great Northern Railway 


A system over 8000 miles in extent affording fast freight service between the 


principal trade centers of the Great Northwest 
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3 oO Cotton Field—Plants Coming Into Bloom 55 
® ® | i 
COTTON—THE SOUTH’S GREAT MONEY CROP ie 
s s OTTON is grown over a large part of south- mate particularly fitted to its growth and culture mn @w 
& 6B ( west Louisiana. The cotton industry of Louisi- and with gins, compresses and oil mills within the Qn oF 
; i“ ana is one of tremendous import and signifi- pone oe gag state oe argent eu cot- ee 44 
me cance. The powerful influence it exerts on trade, its tom trade in the world, New Orleans, at its ee eoas 
oS E : ital. both t duct and 3 Cotton is grown over almost the whole of south- sast 
Zz Za absorption of capital, t 1 Oc. ae aa west Louisiana but the greatest acreage is found Sa Se 
53 a facture, places it hish in the scale of commercial in the vicinity of Lafayette. Separating as it does “8 
ee 2S economics. There is no section of the world more the sugar cane from the rice belt, this strip ex- = ww 
FI K4 fortunately situated for the production of cotton tends up the Teche to Red River and west to rn 
@ ® than southwest Louisiana, having a soil and cli- the Texas line. 
Write, telegraph or ’phone @ @ 
2 ® ‘‘General Agent Southern Pacific Lines’’ ® ma < 
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